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IF Ti-ffi. HIGH COURT OF JUDIGATUr;.3 AT 1 iiDRAS 

(SP'JGIAL o r i g i n a l  JURISj ICTION) .

Wednesday, the spv^^nte^’nth day of DeGeiibei:.

i.-'ne tlioLis-nd nine hundrod and sr'vonty fivr.

Present.

The Honourable lir. 11, Ve^rasuanl^ Ghl<^f
Just ice

and

The Honourable Just ice Nataro,1an

Writ Pet it ions Nos. 4478 of 1D74 and 294, 1364, 

13655 1750, 2 26 5  5 1 O 5 603, 683, 934„ 953,, 1062, 1081, 

120D, 1311, 1361 T738, 1908^ 1989., EllSj 2C70 to 26S0,

2780s 2944j 3029, Sl'^C. 3221, 3351., 3513. 3756, 5072, 

2075 end 768 to 770 of 1975,. 8975 1076,1640 an̂ l l&CU AS. 

I;. P. No.4478 of 1974s

1 . The Society of the brothers of {
the Sacred Heart of Jesus5 |
Paisya]:iirottal^ Tirunelveli District, |
by Rev. 2r. A. ThonaSj SHJ. , j Pl.TITIOIoRS
Ge n e r al !iana.p e r , |

' I
2. Rev. 3r . A. Thonas, SHJ., j

General Manager, The Soci- '̂ty 5
Heart of Jesusi Palaye.nl'ottai, I
Tirunelveli District * j

Vs.

1 . The State of Tamil Nadu, K
represented by the Secretary to |
Governaont., Education Depertnentj |
Fort S^int George^ Hpdras-9. 5

I
2. The State of Tsniil. Nadu, re presented I R’l-SPOiiD-.NTS

by the Secretary to Governiiient. L&vj j
D'^part'lent, Fort St. Georg'’ 5 
Hadrn.s-9, |

5
3 . The Joint Director of School ][

3c! n Got ion (Seconcary)3 Old |
Goj.lege Ro ] Iladras-6 . I



petition under ^iX'ciCie of the Constitution

of Inciie, pi^aying that in the circunstances stated thnrein,

and in the affidavit filed therevjith, th9 High Court vjill

be pxeased to issue a Urit of Mandamus directins the

Respondents herein ajid their Subordinates to forbear fron

Civing effect to th^ provisions of Sections 8 (1 ) (a).^ (b)

and (c ), 31, 12, 15, 1 6 , 17, IS, 21, 22j 25, 24, 25, 26,

33, 305 40, 42, 43 , 44j 45 and 46 of the Tamil Nadu

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules, 3.S74, with

reference to the educational institutions of the

petitioners in the State of Taidi Nadu.

VJrit Petition No,294 of 1975,

The Tirunelveli Diocese of the J
Church of South India represented j PETITI0II3R.
by Rev. S. T. Paul Gnaniah, the {
1 lod ̂ rater's Gourli s sar y j

Vs.

3. The State of TaJJ.il Hadu by the {
Secretary of Education Department, | .
Fort Saint George, Hadras-C 5

5
2. The State of Tamil Nadu by the I RESP0ND2.NTS

Secretary., Law Departm^^nt5 }
Fort Saint George5 lladras-B JI

3. The Joint Director of School J
Education (Secondciry)  ̂ ][
NungaiiibaK.f-am, Iiadra^-34. j

Petition under /srticle 226 of the Gonctitation

of India, praying that in the circunstances stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed therewith5 the High Court vjij-j. 

be pleased to issue a Vrit of Kandamus to restrain the 

Government of Tamil I'adu and th--̂ Respond<^nts from 

applying to or enforcing against th^ petitioners In r'-̂ spect 

of the private schools und-̂ r the uanagement of the 

Tirun'^lveli Diocese all or any of the follo’iing ^jrovlsions 

of thr Tamil Nadu r<^cognised private schools T’-gulations

r',1 /•''- * X • O*



Act, 3 973 namely, S9C, 8(1) and 8(2) requirins the prior 

approval of the competent authority for any chanc;e in the 

constItLition of the minority eclucational ardency and s=^Gtions

II to 14 relating to the recognition and xjithdrawal of 

recognition of private schoolc and payuent of grant and 

sections 15 to 18 relating to forrigtion of the schools 

Coi'TLiittee and division of the powers between the school 

copi.iittee and the Educational Agency whereby th'=̂  pres^>nt 

administrati’’'e set up is being displac-^d by str’tutory s'^t up; 

and sec. 21 authorising the school comoitto^ to dciinr the 

standards of conduct of teachers of the School Couaittee 

while the Goiianittee its<^lf is ob.lectionoble and S''ctions 22 

to 25 providing for dismissaJ-, retaovai and oth''r disciplinary 

action o^^ainst the employees of thj School sub;]ect to 

approval by the conpct^^nt Authorities and Second appeal to 

Tribunals and S'^ction 20 requiring the t '̂^achcrs retrenched by 

any of th'̂ ' schools to be appointed in minority schools5 and 

Sec. 28 which has made even the pending proceedings or 

decrees of competent courts to be sub,1C5ct to chaptsr V and 

Sections 31 (l) (a) restricting the alienation of the 

property of private schools and Sec.32 requiring prior 

approval for receiving any amount from anyone for the schools 

and sec, 33 requiring the monies of the schools to be deposited 

in certain particular banlts and sections 31 to 44 providing 

for appeal and sections 45 providing for revision by the 

Gov^rnnant in r^'gard to decisions relating to the aforemention­

ed matters not applicable to Liinorlty schools and Sec, 56 (?) 

(f) -nabllng the Government to frame rules regarding 

eduilssion of pupils for the cXlvaiiceirient of bac'-ward classes 

and scheduled castes into minority schools taid Sec. 56 (2 )(;i) 

enabling Govern.!'nt to prescribe the purpose for which the 

premises of the minority schools could be used and sec.5S (2 ) (l )



_ _

eiiabilng Government to pr-̂’scrijr cor_:i It ions for re-cpiving; 

donations or contributions by the minority schools froLi 

the public pncl Rules 9(2) (c )(1 ) and B(2) (c) (il) gnd 

0 (2 ) (f) and 9C2)^^relating to crect’lon of endox.irient; 

depositing of ijorlcing capital aiid instructions rr^la.tlng 

to adinlssion in tho Private Schools and the purpose for 

vjhlch the premises of the minority schoo.ts could be used!., 

Rule 10 a,uthorising vrithdraAJal of recognition by 

competent author it l<?s for not complying v’ith tho 

statutory provisions incli:'£ling the iLupugnpd provisions 

and proviso to Rule in (l) providing for consecu-ntial 

suspension of payment of grant:

Rules 1 2 , 335 14 ri^'lrting to the school CoumittGes and 

curing the period of vjithdrawal of recognition: Rule 15(2') 

(i) requiring the school agency to enter into an agreeinen'tt 

in the prescribed form and also Rules 15(3) and 15(4) 

relating to appointment of teachers and basis of proniotlom 

and Rule 16(3) vjhich relates to the School Gorariiittses amd

17, 17(1) dealing vjlth th :̂ prior approval of the comp^tenlt 

authority Rule 17(3) making the grant payable to the 

private schools dependent upon the correctness of the 

suspension of teachers as may be determinr-d by the 

competent authority and non-payment of grant to the 

substitute teachers and Rule 18 relating to punishment o»f 

the employees and appeal by them to competent authorities 

and Rule 22 imposing restriction on transfer of properties 

of the denom.inations aJid requiring the permission of the 

competent authority for the same and Rule 24 dealing 

viith utilisation of funds and property of schools und^r 

the petitioner's management.



Jr it Pet it ion No, 13 64 of 3,975

Iv. Pai’thasarathi, J
Trustee and Correspondent, {
Lady M. Ct. Miithiah Ghettiar f
Girls' High School,- f
Pursav.'alkaiii,̂  Madras-84 f

PSTITIONHRS

Vs.

1 . The State of Tamil Nadu represented { 
by the Secretciry to GovernmGnt, |
Education Department, Fort Saint "
George5 Madras-D,

2. The Inspectress of Girls’ Schools, 
Hadra^ Circle, Madras,

I
I RESPONDENTS
I
I

Petition under iirticle 22C of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances stet'^d th'^rf^in, 

and in the affidavit filed th'''re\,!ith, the High Court \jill 

be pleased to issue a VJrit of liandanus dirpctin"^ the 

respondents herein to forbear frori enforcing or atteiipting 

to enforce any of the provisions of the Tamil Nadu 

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Act, 1973 i.Act 29 

of 1D74) and Tamil Nadu Recognised Priv^-te Schools 

(Regulation) Rules, 1974 in so far as the pet it ion-r' s 

Schools concerned in the State of Taiail Nadu.

■J. P. No. 1365 of 1975.

K. Parthasarathi, |
Trustee and Correspondent, I
Sir, H. Gt, Muthiah Ghettiar I
High School, PurasavJaliCam, \
Madras-84 }

Vs.

1. The State of Tamil Nadu {
repres-'-nted by the Secr.'tary I
to Government, Education J
Departi'ient, Fort Saint George, 5
Madras-9. I

I
2. The District Educational Officer, I

iindra.s North., Madras-?.. J

p :.t i t i o ?e r

RESPONDENTS



^ _

enabling Governnent to pi''?scrior cor.litions for rGCoiving 

donations or contributions by the minority schools froa 

the public n̂cl Rules 9(2) (c )(i )  and 9(2) (c) (ii) and 

D(2 ) (f) and DCs/^relating to creation of enclov.̂ Lient; 

depositing of working capital and instructions rnlating 

to admission in the Private Schools and the purpose for 

vjhich the premises of the rainority schoo.is could be us ad., 

Rule 10 authorising vJithdraiJal of recognition by 

couipotent authoriti<es for not coaplying \'ith the 

statutory provisions including the iuipugnnd provisions 

and proviso to Rule 11 (l) providing for consecU'-ntial 

suspension of payment of grant:

Rules 12, 13, 14 rf^lating to the school Goianiittees and 

during the period of ijithdrawal of recognition: Rule 15(2) 

(1 ) requiring the school ag'^ncy to enter into an agre^L'uent 

in the prescribed foru and nlso Rules 15(3) and 15(4) 

relating to appointment of teachers and basis of promotion 

and Rule 16(3) v;hich relates to the School Gomnittses and

17, 17(1) dealing vjith tĥ - prior approval of the comp'^tent 

authority Rule 17(3) matting the grant payable to the 

private schools dependent upon the correctness of the 

suspension of teachers as may be determinpd by the 

competent authority and non-payraent of grant to the 

substitute teachers and Rule 18 relating to punishment of 

the employees and a.ppeal by them to com-petent authorities 

and Rule 22 imposing restriction on transfer of properties 

of the denoQ-inations ajnd requiring the permission of the 

competent authority for the same and Rule 2-4 dealing 

\iith utilisation of funds and property of schools und-̂ r 

the petitioner's managniiinnt.

D T o
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'./rit Petition Ho .}564 of 1975

K. Parthasarathi, j[
Trustee and Correspondent, J
Lady M, Gt. Muthiah Ghettiar f P3TITI0NSRS
Girls ' High School,- ][
PursawalkaJiii Madras-84 }

Vs.

1. Th-e State of Tamil Nedu repr'-^sented {
by the Spcroteiry to Government, f ■
Education Department, Fort Saint ][
Goorgej Madras-D. I

I RESPOI'HDENTS
2, The Inspectress of Girls’ Schools, J

Hndra^ Circle, Madras, J

Petition under iirticlo 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances stated th'^rf^in, 

and in the affidsivit filed th^'r^vJith, the High Court vjill

be pleased, to issue a VJrit of i.iandanus dirpcting the

respondents herein to forbear from enforcing or r'ttemptln,' 

to enforce any of the provisions of the Tamil Nadu

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Act, 1973 .̂Act 29

of 1974) and Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools 

(R<^gulat ion) Rulos, 1974 in so far as the p'̂ itition̂ r̂-.r' s 

Schools concerned in the State of Tamil Nadu.

■-J. P. No. 1365 of 1975.

K. Parthasarathi, I
Trustee and Correspondent, I
Sir, K.Gt, Muthiah Ghettiar I PETITIONER
High School, Pura.savJalkam, t
Madras-84 I

Vs.

1 . The State of Tamil Nadu 5
repres'Tited by the Secr 'tary I
to Governupnt5 Education J
Dopart-i'^nt, Fort Saint George, I RESPONDENTS
Madras-9. J

. I
2, The District Educational Ofiicer, J

Mndras North, Madros-7o |



Petition under /iTticle 226 of the Constitution of

India., praying that in the circunstcuices stated th-n-ein,

and in th'' affida.vit filed ther^uithj the High Goiirt u ilL

be pleased to issue a 'Jrit of I'landaraus directing the

Respondents herein to forbear froLi 'mforcing or atterj.ptirig

to enforce any of the provisions of the Tainil Hadu

Recognised Pri\'ate Schools (Regalation) Act, 1075 (Act 29

of 1C74) and Tariil Nadu Recognised Private Schools

(R'T'gulation) RuI ps 1974 in so far as the petitioner's

School is concerned in the State of Ta:ril Nadu.

IJrit Petition Ko.l750 of 1975

A. P. Nâ tesan-j Manager and Correspondent, I 
h. Gt.Ii. Chidaiibaraiii Chettxar High School,!
I-I.Ct.K. Chidaiiibaram Chettiar lieniorial i PZ^TITIOI^R
Elei'Vnitary School, Kariad uiTathari, 5̂
Racianathai,puran District

Vs. .

1 « The State of TaQil Nadu represented 5
by the Secretary to Governarnt^ |
Education Depprtaent^ Fort Saint J RESPONDENTS
George, I'iadras-9 I

I
2. The District iilduc;:tional Officer, |

Deva'-ottai I
I

3. The Chief Educational Officer, J
Rarmad at Aadurai  ̂|

Petition under /irticle 226 of the Constitation of 

India, praying that in the circurastances stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed therevjith, the High Court vjill 

be pleased to issue a. ‘'.'Jrit of llaJidaJiius directiig th° 

Respondents to forbear from enforcing or attenioting to 

'mforce any of the provisions of the Tai'iiil Nacli Private 

Schools (Regulation) Act, 1973 (Act 29 of 19 74) and TaJiil 

Hadu Private Schools (Regulation) Rules, 1974 ag'.inst the 

petitioner in so far as the petitioner’ s schooi.s ajr-e 

concerned in the State of Tamil Nadu.



IIRIT F̂ ;T IT lor̂  TJD. 226 of 1975

G. Raiiiaswaliy, Manager', J
Jothi i-iiddln School, "
TlruparanKunclraXi Post,
Madurai TalalCj Madurai Distritrict I

I
I PSTITIOIvEFi

Vs.

1 . The Sta.to of Tanll Nadu reprosentod ][
by the Secretary to Govv-rmient, f
Education Department,, Fort Saint J RE.SPOi'iDEKTS
George, Madras-9 5

5
2. The District Educational Officer, ][

Madurai, Madurai District, |

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

In;.ia.5 prayln;^ that in the cir CL'JiLst^nces’stated th'^reln, 

and in the affidavit filed th^-rev'ith, the High Court will 

be pleased to issue a l.'rit of Mandamus directing the 

respondents above-named to forbear from enforcing or 

at:eapting to enforce any of the provisions of the Tanil Ncclu 

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Act 1D73 (Act 29 of 

3 974) and the Tacill Nadu Recognised Private Schools 

(Regulation) Rules, 3974 against th: pptition^^r and his 

existing private school,

VJRIT PETITION N0i 510 of 3 975

V.C.A-. Jeyapal, I
Ccrrespondent, Sattur Hindu ][
Nfder Ed\-jaj:’d High School \ PETITIONE.R
Settur Hindu Nadao" Edi.jard ][
Miidle School 1

Vs.

Tire State of Tainll Nadu represented J
bj the Secretary to Government, | RESPONDENT.
■î CLication Departiient, Madras-9 |



s

Petition undor Article 226 of the Constitution of

India, praying that in the circufflGtancos stated thoroin,

and in the affidavit filed therevjith tho High Court will

be pleased to issue a'^^'rit of Handamus directing the

respondnnt herein and his subordinates to forbear froE

giving effect to the provisions of Spction 5(3)<^ 8 ( l ) (a ) ,

(b) and (c), II^ 22. 14^ IS, I 63 37g I 83 21, 22, 23, 24.

25, 31, 34p 39^ 40 , 42, 43, 44 , 45 and 46 of the TairxiX

Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Rp'gulation) Act (Tamil
1

Nad.u Recognised Private School (Regulation) Rules 1074 

with reference to the educational institutions of tho 

p-^rtItlon’or in Scttur viz, Sattur Hindu lladras Edward High 

School and Sattur Hindu Madras Edwards Iliddle School In 

Tamil Nadu.

IffilT PETITION NO. 603 of 1975 

Islaniah High School J
Vaniyambadlj represented | PET i'TIOi'̂ ER
by its correspondent and X
Secretary $

Vs.

The State of Tamil Nadu I
represented by the Secretary, \
Education Department, | RESPONDENT
Government of Tamil NaiilUj J
Fort Saint George. Madras-3 f

Pet itio 

India3 praying

under /article 226 of the Constitution of 

hat in the circumstances stated t hare In,

and in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court vjill

be pleased to issue a Writ of certiorari quashing the

provisions of Sections 35 8 , 10, 11, 12, 13s 14^ 15, 16, 17

P.T.O.



1 8 , 21, 22, 23, 24, 25. 26„ 3]., 54, 39, 40, 4 1 3 42, 43, 44,

4 5 s 5 1 'of the ^Tamil NpcIu Recognised Private Schools

(Regulation) Act (Tamil Nadu. Act 29 of 1D74) and th'-' Rul-̂ s 

9j 12, 13 j 14; 15s 17. 10 aJid 22 of the Tai:ail Madu 

R-'^cognisod Private Schools (Rfgulation) Rulf>s, 1974 yith 

reforance to the educational institution of tho petitioner at 

YciniyaiHbad 1 in the State of Tamil LJadu.

I® IT PZ.TITION NO. 683 of 1975 

J .J . Daniel . .  PSTITIOIfflR

Vs.

The Secretajry to the State jf
of Tamil NadUs Education J RESPONDZ.NT
Departments Fort Saint George, |
Madras-9 1

Petition under Article 226 of the Consticution of

India, praying that in the circumstances stated th-vrcin, and

in the affidavit filed thr^roxiith the High Court vill be

pleased to issue a ^̂ )̂ it of Mandamus directing the respondent

to forbear from Implementing the provisions of the Tamil I'Ja.du

Recognised Private Schools Regulation Actj 1973 and the

(Taiiiil Kadu Act 29 of 1974) the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private

Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974, in so ftjr as the petitioner's

Schools are concerned in Tainil Naxlu.

irniT PETITION NO. 934 of 1975

T.IC. SrinivasaJij I
Correspondents Hindu j
High School and Chatram { PETITICIHI.R
Committees w trap I



1. The Secretary to tho State jj
of Tai-iil Nadi.ig Education Dopartment, | 
Fort Saint G’̂ ^orge, Madras, $

I
2. The District Educational C'f^c-'^r, {

Virudhunagar. $

3. The Inspectress of Glr'is School, J
iiodurai C-ntral; Maduroi }

RESPOr:DENTS

Petition under i'jrticie 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances stated theroinj 

and in the affidavit filed therewith., the High Court ’'111 be 

pleased to issue a ’-Irit of Handamus directing the respondents 

to forbear fron implementing the provisions of tho T.ai:iil 

Na'";U Recognised Privete Schools Regulations Act 1973 (Act 

29 of 1974) anc' the Taraii Nadu Recognised Private Si. ools 

(R-'gulat ions) Rules 1974 in so far as the petitioner is 

concerned,

m iT  PETITION NO. 953 of 1975.

Ragavathai Shri MeenaKshi $ 
Vidyasala Paripalana Sangaiu | 
Deval^ottaij Ramanathapuran J 
District represented by its j 
Secretary 0. RM. H .SP .S .V . | 
A.N. Annawalai Chettiar f

Vs.

The Government of Tainil Kadu { 
reoresented by its Secretary $ 
to" Government 2 Education I 
Department 5 Madras-9 j

PETITIONER

RESPONDENT

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances, stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed there',!ith the High Court \jill be

P.T.C.
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pleased to issue a Writ of liandanus forbearing the 

respondent fron impleoenting or giving effect to the 

provisions of the Tatiil Nr’du Recognised Private Schools 

(Regulation) Act 1973 and the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private 

Schools (Regulation) Act 1974 and the Rules framed thereunder 

in so far as it relates to the petitioners Educational 

Institution naraely N. S. II, V. P. S. High School3 Pethal Achi 

Girls High School and N, S. II. V. P. S. Elementary School, 

Devakottal run by the Nagarathar Sri lieenakshi Vidya„sala 

P ripr.l?>na Sangacij Devalcottai,

imiT PE.TITION NO. 1062 of 1975.

Salla M. Sabapathy Mudaliar. PETITIOr®R

Vs. ■

State of Tamil Nadu represented J
by the Secretary^ Department of I RESPONDENT,
Education, Madras ][

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

Indiaj praying that in the circumstances stated thereinj and 

in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be 

pleased to issue a Writ of Mnndcunus directing the respondent 

to forbear from implementing the provisions of the Tamil Nadu 

Recognised Private Schools Act (Act 29/74) and the Rules 

made thereunder in Sengunthar Middle School, Sholinghur is 

concerned,

WRIT PETITION NO. 1081 of 1975.

Alagusundaram, 5
Hanag'-̂ r and Correspondent, J
Kalalmani Middle School, Mahboob J PETITIOI®iR.
Palayarn, MaduraJ-lO f P .T .O .



1. The State of Tainil Na{"iU ' 5
repro-s^ntGcl by the Secretary |
to Governnipnt, Ministry of J
Educations Fort Saint George, \ RESPONDENTS
Nadras-D J

I
2. The District Educational Officer, J

Madurai District, ii. : '.iral 5

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India, praying that in the circunistances stated therein,

and in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court vjill be

pleased to issue a vjrit of Mandamus restraining the

respondents and their Subordinates from giving effect to

the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private

Schools (Regulation) Act 29 of 1B74 and the Rules made

thereunder x̂’ith reference to the petitioner’ s Kalaimani

Middle School, Mahboob Palayam, Madura.i-lOv

V.IRIT PETITION NO. 1209 of 1975

S. M,B, Manlckajn Nadar, 5
Correspondent of M,S. P. Solai I
Nadar Gnabalcarthar Uyar Nila..ipalli, I PETITIOi'IER
Dindigul 5

Vs.

State of Tamil Nadu represented by the 5
Secretary to Government5 Education 5 RESPONDENT
Departm'^nt 3 Madras-9 5

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will- bei 

pleased to issue a ’ /rit of Marx̂ acius directing the 

Respondent herein and his subordinates to forbear from

P.T.O ,



giving effect to the provisions of Sections 5 (3 )5  8 (1 ), (a ), 

(b) and (c) 8 (2 ) , (a ), 12, 14^ 15, IS^ 17, 18, 2^, 22,

23, 24, 263 26, 31, 34, 39 , 403 42 , 43, 44j 45 fUid 46 of the 

Tamil Nadu Act 29 of 197 4) and the Rules 9, ]2, 13„ 14, 17,

18, 213 22 and 23 of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private 

School (Regulation) Rules 1974 v.iith reference to the 

educational institution of the petitioner K ,S ,P . Solai Nadar
' V

Gnaioakcrtha Uyar Nilai Pallij Dindigul, Madurai District.

IffilT PETITION NO* 1311 of 1975.

S.V.II, Seyed Cassim, Correspondent J
Sathagathun Jaria Senior Basic School, | PETITIONER
KilaK.aral, Ramanathapurara District f

Vs.

1 . The State of Tamil Nadu represented 5
by Secretary to Govermiont, J
Education Departments Fort Saint 5
George, Madras-9 5

1
2. The Director of School Education, 5 RESPONDENTS

College Road, Madras- 6  \

I
3. The Deputy Inspector of Schools, J

Tirupulani Raiige, Tirupulani, J
Raiuanathapuraxi Taluk and District J

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of

M i a ,  praying that in the circumstances stated therein, and

In the aff5.davit filed thereviith the High Court will be

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus to forbear from

impleiiient Ing the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised

Private Schools (Regulations) Act, 1973 and Tamil Nadu

Recognised Private Schools (Regulations) Rules 1974 in so far

as the petitioner's school is concerned,



"uIRIT H3TITI0N NO. 1361 of 1975.

J.R . Alxjar Naldu }
SGcr^^tajry and Correspondent 5
iiuthlalpet High School 5 '
Dr. Hathinavelu Siibramanlaci 5 PETITIONER
liuthlopet Girls High School 5
and Dr. Rathnavelu Subrai'aanlaa 5
Aided Primary School5 Madras 5

Vs.

1 . The Secr.'^tary to the State of 5
T :j_l NadUj Education Departinont, 5
Fort Saint Goorge, Madras-9 5

5 RESPONDENTS.
2. The Director of School Education, 5

MungambaliliaB; Madras- 6  |

Petition under /irticie 226 of the Constitution of 

India^ praying that in the circumstances stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed thorewithj the High Court vjill 

be pleased to issue a Writ of Mandaiiius directing the 

respondents herein to forbear frori enforcing or attempting 

to enforce any of the provisions of the TaJ'ill Nadu 

Recognised Private Schools Regulation Act 1973 (Act 29 of 

1974) and Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools 

(Regulation) Rules 1974 in so far as the petitioner's 

schools are concerned in the State of Tanill Nadu.

l.fRIT KTITION  NO, 1738 of 1975.

K.G. Jayarama Filial, I
Manager, Aided Elementary } PETITIOrSR
Schoolj iJalla.lah Taluk, 5
North Arcot District )[

Vs,

1 . The Secretejpy to the State of {
Tamil Nadu, Education Department |
Madras-9. { RESPONDENTS.

2 . The District Educational Officer, I
Vellore Education Districts Vellore, J 
North Arcot District {
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Petition under /jrticle 226 of the Constitution of 

Indlaj praying that in tho circumstancos, ttated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed thorevjith the High Court \\/ill be 

pleased to issu'^ a writ of Mandanmsj to forbear the 

resipondents heroin froa implementing or giving eff^'ct to the

Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Act, 1973 

(Act 29 of 1974) and rules made thereunder and the Tamil Nadu

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 in so far

a.s it aff'.^cts the petitioner’ s school.

1//RIT PETITION NO. 1908 of 1975.

K. N. Amiaaiappall PETITIONER.

Ys,

State of Tamil Nadu ropreS'-^nted 
by the Socretary to Govornmpnt, 
Education DepaTtment, Iiadras-9

The Joint Director of Schools, 
Education (Secondary), Hadras-34

RESPONDENTS.

Petition under Articl^' 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein^ and 

in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be 

pleased to issue a. \jrit of llajiciamus restraining the 

respondent herein from enforcing the Tai-iil Nadu Recognised 

Private Schools (Regulation) Act 1973, Tamil Nadu Act 29/74, 

and the Taiiiil Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) 

Rules 1974 in so far as the petitioner is concerned,

’■miT PETITION NO. 1989 of 1975.

I

I

Narayana, Guruviah Cliettys' Charity 
Aided Elementary School, Mun,iarpet,
North /xrcot District by its Manager,
P. Hanavala Chetty

Vs.

State of Tamil Nadu^ represented by K 
the Secretary, Department of Education, I 
Madras }

PETIT lONE.R

RESPONDENT

Petition under A'"ticle 226 of the Constitution of

1

Q



1. The State of Tainll Na .̂u 5
represented by the Secretary |
to Governnipnt, Ministry of 5
Educations Fort Saint George, | RESPONDENTS
Madras-9 5

5
£, The District Edacational Officer, 5

Madurai District, M.--r '.irai {

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltutlun of

Indiaj praying that in the circumstances stated therein,

and in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court w ill be

pleased to issue a writ of Mandajmus restraining the

respondents and their Subordinates from giving effect to

the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private

Schools (Regulation) Act 29 of 1974 ard. the Rules made

thereunder x\>lth reference to the petitioner’ s Kalaimani

Middle School, Mahboob Palayam, Madurai-lOv

IJRIT PET IT ion I '0 .1209 of 1975

S, M, }3, Manic fcaJii Kadar, 5
Correspondent of M,S. P. Solai $
Nadar Gnabakarthar Uyar Nilaipalli, I PETITIONER
Dindigul !S

Vs.

State of Tamil Nadu represented by the 5
Secretary to Government, Education 5 RESPONDENT
Departra^nt 3 Madras-9 5

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be; 

plea,sed to issue a Writ of Maixlanus directing the 

Respondent hf>rein and his subordinates to forbear from

P.T.O .



giving effect to the provisions of Sections 5 (0)5  8 (1)9 *̂9-) 5 

(b) and (c) 8 (2)5  ̂ 9 ,1 1 3  14, 15, iS, 17, 18, 2^, 22,

23, 243 25, 265 31, 34, 39, 40j 42^ 43, 44 , 45 fOid 46 of the 

Tamil Nadu Act 29 of 197 4) and the Rules 9, 123 13« 14, 17, 

183 21 3 22 and 23 of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private 

School (Regulation) Rules 1974 vjith reference to the 

educational institution of the petitioner H .S .P . Solai Nadar
'V .

Gnabatrartha Uyar Nilai Palli, Dindigul, Madurai District.

m iT  PETITION NO* 1311 of 1975,

S.V,II. Seyod Gassim, Correspondent 5
Sathagathun Jaria Senior Basic School, 5 PETITIONER
Kila!c.arai, Ramanathapuram District X

Ys.

1 , The State of Tamil Nadu represented J
by Secretary to Government, 1
Education Department5 Fort Saint 5
George, Madras-9 5

I
2, The Director of School Education, 5 RESPONDENTS

College Road, Madras- 6  5
5

3, The Deputy Inspector of Schools, 5
Tirupulani Range, Tirupulani, J
Raiaanathapuraxi Taluk and District f

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of

Infl ia, praying that in the circumstances stated therein, and

in the affidavit filed therevjith the High Court will be

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus to forbear from

implementing the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised

Private Schools (Regulations) Act, 1973 and Tamil Nadu

Recognised Private Schools (Regulations) Rules 1974 in so far

as the petitioner's school is concerned.
, P .T.O .
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J.R . AlxJar Kaiclu J[
Secrntajry sjid Correspondent J
IiLithlalpGt High School 5 '
Dr, Rathinavelu Subramrjiiata 5 PETITI0M3R
Muthiapot Girls High School J
and Dr, Rathnavolu Subramanian J
Aided Primary School, Madras J

Vs.

1 , The Secr':'tary to the State of {
T ,.11 NadUo Education Departraenty I 
Fort Saint George, Madras-9 5

I RESPOI'iDENTS.
2, The Director of School Education, 5

Nungamba.Ickaii; Madras- 6 j

Petition unde;r /irticxG 226 of the Constitution of 

India-5 praying that in the circumstances stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court v ill  

be pleased to issue a Writ of Majndanius directing the 

respondents herein to forbear fron enforcing or attempting 

to enforce any of the provisions of the Tcaail Nadu 

Recognised Private Schools Regulation Act 1D73 (Act 29 of 

1974) and Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools 

(Regulation) Rules 1974 in so far as the petitioner's 

schools are concerned in the State of Tamil Nadu,

IffilT PE.TITION NO. 1738 of 1975.

IC. G. JayaTama. Filial, {
Manager, Aided Elementary 5 PETITIONER
Schools Walla.lah Talulc, I
North Arcot District I

Vs.

1 . The Secretej’y to the State of j[
Tamil Nadu, Education Department J
Madras-9. f RESPONDENTS.

2. The District Educational Officer, 5
Vellore Education District^ Vellore, {
North Arcot' District f



- 15 -

Petition under /jrticlG 226 of tho Constitution of 

India, praying that In tho circumstanc-r .̂s, tbaied therein, 

and in the affidavit filed thoreviith tho High Court will be 

pleased to issu^ a virit of Mardaunus, to lorbecir the 

respondents heroin from implementing or giving effect to the

Tamil Nadu RecogniS'^d Private Schools (Regulation) Act, 1973 

(Act 29 of 1974) and rules made thereunder and the Tamil Nadu

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 in so far

as it affects the petitioner’ s school,

’JRIT PETITION NO. 1908 of 1975.

K.N. yvmmaiappaii . .  PETITIOMER.

Vs.

1 , State of Tamil Nadu represented I 
by the Sf^cretary to Government,
Education Department, lIadras-9

2. The Joint Dimctor of Schools,
Ed uc at ion (Second ary), Had r as-34 '

r:;t.spondeiits .

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein, and 

in tho affidavit filed therewith thn High Court \jill be 

pleased to issue a urit of ilanciamus restraining the 

respondent herein from enforcing the Tamil Nadu Recognised 

Private Schools (Regulation) 7\.ct 1973, Tamil Nadu Act 29/74, 

and the Taiiiil Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) 

Rules 1974 in so far as the petitioner is concerned,

imiT PETITION NO, 1989 of 1975.

Narayana Guruviah Cliettys' Charity ][

Aided Elementary School, Mun,1arpet, |
North /iTCot District by its Mana^ger, R PETITIONiI.R
P. Manavala Chetty j(

Vs.

State of Tamil Nadu, repr-^sented by \
the Secretary, Department of Education, ]1 RESPONDENT
Madras 5

Petition under A-'-’ticle 226 of tho Constitution of



India, praying that in the cirGUOstances stated therein, and 

in the affidavit filed therewith the High C-v.Tt will bo 

pleased to issue a writ of Majidaraus directing the respondent 

to forbear frora itapleraonting the provisions of the Tamil Nadu 

Recognised Private Schools Act (iict 29 of 1974) and for Rul :£ 

made thereunder in Narayana Guruviah Chetty's Charity Aided 

Elementary School, Mun,1arpet, North /ircot District is 

concerned,

l.-RIT PETITION NO.2119 of 1975.

American Advent Mission Schools, j[
by Correspondent Miss. Barbajra Uhite, | 
iJiierican Advent Mission Compound, ][ PETITIOI'OR
Ouindy, Madras-32 J

Vs,

The State of Tamil Kadu represented by ](
the S-^cretary to Governm<^nt, I RESPOMDENT
Educat ion Departmentj Madras-9 ][

Petition under /^ticle  226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstaiices stated therein, and 

in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be 

pleased to issue a writ of Mandamus directing the respondent 

a.bove named to forbear from enforcing or attempting to 

enforce any of the provisions of the Tamil Nadu 

Recognised Private Schools Regulation Act (Act 29 of ili974) 

and the Tamil Kadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) 

Rule 19745 against the petitioner and her existing private 

schools,



N, S, P ingap am s Socrctsry, ][
The Chintadripet Secondary School, { 
Associdtionj laadras-j Limited }

Vs.

1 . The State of Tamil Nadu J
represented by the Secretary to |
Government 3 Education Department j J
Fort Saint George j Madras-9 |

I
2 . The District .3ducational Officer, 5

Hadras (South) 9 Gandhi Irvin Road, {
S g mor c 5 I lad r a s- 8 {

5
3 . The Inspectress of Girls Schools, 5

Poonamalle High Road, MadrauS Circle, | 
Madras-8'1 I

PETITIOMR

RSSPONDEKTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that In the circumstances stated therein, 

and In the affidavit filed therewith the High Court vjlll 

be pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus restraining the 

respondents herein from enforcing or attempting to enforce 

of the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private 

Schools (Regulation) Act 1973 (Act 29/74) and the Tamil 

Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 

against the petitioner,

WilT PETITION NO.::671 of 1975.

M.B. Shanmughasundaram, Correspondent5 J
Chintadripet High School; Madras-2 and I
Vice Presidentj The Chintadripet Spcondajry 5 
School A : 'e l a t io n , Madras Limited 5

Vs.

1. The State of Tamil Nadu represented by 5
the Secretary to Government, !
Education Department, Madra.s-9 j[

2. The District Educational Officer, ][
Madras'(South) Gandhi IrvJin Road; J

PET ITlONER

Madras- i

RESPONDENTS



Pot It ion under iirtlcle 226 of the Constitution of

Incliaj praying that in the circu^istanocs stated therein,

and In the affidavit filed therevjith the High Court u ill

be pleased to issue a Writ of Mandanus restraining the

respondents herein from enforcing or attempting to enforee

of the provisions of the Tainil Nadu Recognised Priva.te

Schools (Regulation) Act 1973 (Act 29/74 and the Tai:iH Nadu

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974, and

a,gainst the petitioners institution,

Ml IT PETITION NO. 2 572 of 1975.

K, £)« Shannughasundajrajn, J
Correspondont, Chindadrirjet J PETITIOl'ER
Middle School j Hadras-2 ‘ f

Vs.

1, The Secretary to the State of j|
TaQil NadUj Education Department, |
Fort Saint George, i'iadras~9 \

I
2. The District Educational Officer, I RESPONDENTS 

Madras (South) Gandhi Irvjin Road, J
Egaore, Madras J

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the cir cunstances staged ther^'in, 

and in the affidavit filed therev.’ith the High Court v ill  be 

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandanus restraining the 

respondents herein from enforcing or attempting to enforce 

of the provisions of the Tsjail Nadu Recognised Private 

Schools (Regulation) Act 1973 (Act 29 of 1974) and the Tamij 

Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) R.iles 1974 

against the petitioner’ s institution,



WRIT PETITION NO, 2673 of 1975

C.IC, Duraivelalij Correspondent, J
Ghlntadripet KalaVam Girls High School, {
lladras-^

7s,

I

1, The Secretary to tho State of 
Tas'iiil Nadu, Education Department,
Fort Saint George, Hadras-D

2, The District Educational Officer, 
Madras (South) Gandhi Ir\?in Road, 
Madras-8

3, The Inspectress of Girls Schools 
Madras-Circle, Poonainallee High Road, 
Hadras-84

PET IT lONE.R

$

5
5 RESPONDENTS 
!
I

I

Petition under /vrticle 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circuastances stated therein, and 

in the ajCfida^vit filed therewith the High Court will be 

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus restraining the 

respondents herein from enforcing or attempting to enforce of 

the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools 

(Regulation) Act 1973 (Act 29 of 1974) and the Tamil Nadu 

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 ag;ainst 

the petitioner institution,

WRIT PETITION NO,2674 of 1975.

A.G. Munuswamy Reddy, |
Correspondent5 Ra.o Bahadur ][
Calsvala Cunnan Chetty I
Middle School, Madras-2 J

Vs.

1. The Secretary to the Sta,te of {
Tamil Nadu^ Education Department, J 
Fort Saint George, Madras-9 {

2. Tho District Educational Officer, f
Madras (South) * Gandhi Iri^in Road, J 
Eg more 5 Madras-8 I

ESTITIONER.

RESPONDENTS



/Circle, 
Poonamalloe 
High Road, 
Kadras-84

Petition under Article 226 of tho Constitution of

India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein, and'

in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be

pleased to issue a writ of Mandamus restraining the

respondents herein froEi enforcing or attempting to enforce

any of the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private

Schools (Regulation) Act 1B73 (Act 29 of 1974) and tho Tainil

Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974

against th« petitioner's institute,

I®IT PETITION NO. 2675 of 1975.

li.P, Shannughasundaraiii, Correspondent, J
Alaiiiela I'iangathyracmia Montessori School, 5 P'CTITIOJ^JER
Madras-2 5

Vs.

1. The Secretary to the State of Tanil Nadu, ][
Education Departmentj Fort Saint Georgej I 
Madras-9 I

5
2. The District Educational Officer, RESPONDENTS.

Mad r as (South) - Gano h i Irv-i in Road, I
Egaore, Madras-8 5

3. The Inspectress of Girls SchoolSj Madras/ ][

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India.c, praying that in the circumstances stated thereinj and

in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be

pl'^ased to issue a Writ of Mandamus restraining the

respondents herein from enforcing or attenpting to enforce

of tho provisions of thr̂  Tamil Nadu Recognised Private

Schools (Regulation) Act 1973 (Act 29 of 1974) and the Tamil

N:dr. Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974

against the petitioner*.
 ̂ P .T .O .



I.rs, Lalcshui Srlnivasan, J
Correspondent 5-Dhanalioty llidc-le 5 
School, liadras-2 and The Director I PETITIONE.R,
The Chintadrlpet Secondary School f 
Association. Madras Limited. j(

Vs,

1 . The Secretary to the State of I
Tanil Nadu.. Education Dep^irtment, f 
Fort Saint"G.-^orcej Madras-9 |

I
2, The District Educational Officer, 5 RESPONDENTS 

Madras (South) Gandhi Irii/in Road, f
Er^moreg Madras §

Petition under Article 226 uf the Oonnt 1 tut-ion of

Indiaj praying that in the circumstances stated thereinj

and in the affidavit filed therevjith the High Court will be

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandarius restraining the

rosponaents herein XtoiTi enforoinri or ettoinpting to enforce

of the provisions of the Tai^il Nadu Recognised Private

Schools (Rr;"ulation) Act 1973 (Act 29 of 1G74) and the

Taall Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rulr^s 1974

against the petitioners institution,

I® IT PETITION NO. 2677 of 1975.

N.S. Pinagapani, Correspondent3 5
Singaram Pillai High Sc hr ol̂ , Xonnur, I PETITIONER
Villivstcitaiiij Chingleput District J

Vs,

1, The Secretary to the State of Tamil Nadu, |
Education Department3 Fort Saint George, |

Madras-9 j RESPONDENTS

2 . The District Educational Officer, |
Chingleput 3 Saidapet, Hadras-18 I

Petition under /article 226 of the Constitution of

India^ pra,ying that in the circumstances statod therein, and

P.T.O.
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in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be 

pleased to issue a Writ of Handaaus restraining the 

respondents herein from onforcing or attempting to enforce 

of the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private 

Schools (Regulation) Actj 1973 (Act 29 of 1974) and the 

Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 

against the petitioners institute.

1®IT PETITION NO. 2678 of 1975.

N .S. Pinagapanij Secretary, j[
The Singaram Pillai School Society, | PETITIOKiT .̂R.
Konnur, Villivakkam, {
Chingleput District.

Vs. '

1. The Secretary to the State of Trmil 5
NadUj Education Departments I
Fort Saint George, Madras-9 J

I RESPONDENTS.
2. The District Educational Officer, 5

Chingleput3 Saldapetj Madras-15, |

3. The Inspectress of Girls Schools, I
Chingleput Circle, Chingleput-1 J

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein and 

in the affidavit filed therex^ith the High Court will be 

pleased to issue a T.'frit of liajndaaus restraining the 

respondents herein from enforcing or attempting to enforce 

of the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private 

Schools (Regulation) Act 1973 (Act 29 of 1974) and the Tamil 

Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 

against the petitioner,



N,S. Pinagapanl, Correspondent, ][
Singaram Filial Girls’ High School, J PETITIONER
Konnur, VillivakKam, Chingleput District.

Vs.

RESPONDENTS

1, The SGcr??tary to the State of Tamil Nadu, J 
Education Department^ Fort Saint Gnorge, “
Madras-9

2. The Inspectress of Girls Schools,
Chingleput Circle, Chingleput-I

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution oj

India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein, and

in the affidavit filed th'^rewith the High Court ^̂ îll be

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus restraining the respondei

herein from enforcing or attempting to enforce of the

provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools

(Regulation) Act 1973 (Act 29 of 1974) and the Tamil Nadu

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 against tl

petitioners institution.

imiT PETITION NO.2680 of 1975.

N.S. Pinagapani, Correspondent, ](
Singaram Pillai Primary School, I PETITIONER.
Konnur, VillivaKKamj Chingleput District t

Vs,

1. The Secretary to the State of Tamil Nadu, 5
Education Department, Fort Saint George, I 
Madras-9 5

t
2. The District Educational Officer, 5

Chingleput, Saidapet, Madras-15 ][

RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Const it tit ion|

of India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein,

and in the affidavit filed therex^ith the High Court w ill be
P .T .O .



pleasl^ t”6’ Tssuq! a' Writ of/rlandafcps restraining the 

rasDond,ents herein froa. enforcing or attemptifig to enforce 

of the provisions , of-the, Tamil Nadu .RecognisfDCl Private 

Schools (Regulation) 7vct̂  3 973 (Act 20 of 197^) and the 

Tamil Kad̂ u I^eOo.^Ms'iBd Private,,School^,,; CRogul^tion) Rules 1974 

^against the petitioner’ s institution, ; :

I®IT PETITION NO,2780, of, 1975^

Sr i Th ir uyo t h 0 e sw ar ̂ , Fr,e e .
Hi gh ̂ SdhoB 1 j' 1-igd r , M^n^g ed'
by Srf Thiruvatheaswarar,^ ., J : PETITIOImSR
Education Society, fiyidr^ by I
Pr Jsident : aî d Oori'e^tiondertt r |
T.Ri Kann^'*' f

1 , ?The Secretary to the State of Tamil Nadu, 5 
Education Department3 Fort Saint George, 5 
Madra5-9.' j

■ " I RESPONDENTS'
S. The,^D,istr|'ct Educational "'Officer, f:

Nor-th'-HadFraSj Hadr^& ' ' ■ )[

Petition praying that in the circumstances stated

therein and in the affidavit filed in support thereof, tho

High Court will be pleased to issue a writ of Mandamus,

directing the respondents herein and their subordinates to

forbear from giving effect to the provisions of sections

4 5 5 , 6 3 7 , 8 3 9 , 1 1 3 1 2 3 1 5 3 1 6 3 1 7 , 18 , 1 9 ^2 1 , 2 252 3 , 2 4 , 2 5 , 2 6 3 2 7 , 29,305

3 1 , 3 3 , 3 4 , 3 5 , 3 7 3 3 9 3 4 0 ,4 1 3 4 2 ,4 3 3 4 4 , 45,465473 48  of the Tamil

Nadu Recognised Schools (Regulation) Act 1973- (Tamil Nadu

Act .;:29 of 1974), an<;I the Rules 4 3 5 3 6 , 1 5 , 1 5  (Forms VII A and

VII >3*) 1. 3̂ imnexur© 11, 18 ,,20 .j 21,22 of the Tamil Nadu

Recognised. School (Regulation) Rules 1974 liJith reference to

the Educational Institution of the petitioner in the State of

TarJil Nadu, '  ̂ ^ ^
P .T .O ,



0.K. I'iohanined Hussain, Manager, 5
and Correspondent5 liadaria Aided {
Eleni':ntary School P. Konthagai, 5 PETITIONER
Tittachari P. 0*9 Nannilam (T/JLUK), J
Than.lavur District \

Vs,

1. The Government of Taiiiil Nada, J
represented by its Secretary, |
Education Department, - I RESPONDENTS
Fort Saint George, Madras-9 5

2. The District Educational Officer, 
iiayuram, Than.lavur District

P-tition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India5 praying that in the circumstances stated therein, and 

in the affidavit filed th^rev;ith the High Court vjill be 

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus forbearing the respondeni 

from implementing or__giving effect to the provisions of the 

Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Act 1973 

(Taxail Nadu Act,,29/74) and thp Tamil Nadu Recognised Private

Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 in so far-as it relates to

the Madaria Aided Elementaf-y School 4  P. Konthagai, 

Thittacheri (P.O, ), Nannilajii TaluK, Than.lavur District ran 

by the petitioner. .

' . V.TiIT PETITION MG. 3029; of 1975.

1. The President and Organizer ; J
Than.lavur District Aided School, I

' Manager’ s. Association K.R,N.Sastry;. j
■ ' ' , 5  PSTITIOl^ERS

2. The Seeretaryi. Tha|i.1avur District Aided f
School Manager's Association, 5
R. Ganapathi . . .  ](

Vs.
The State of Taiail Nadu represented by jS
Secretary to Government, Educational , I RESPONDENT
Department,-Fort Saint George, Madras-9 X

. , P .T .p .



Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of

Ind las praying that in the circumstances stated therein,

and In the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will

be pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus directing the

respondent herein and his subordinates to forbear from

giving effect to the provisions of sections 5(1) (a) (b)

and (c) and Sections 11g 12, 14j 16, 11^ IS, 21, 22, 23,

243 25, 26, 31 j 32, 40s 42 and 43 to 46 of the Taiiiil Nadu

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Act (Tamil Nadu

Act 29/74) and the rules 9, 12, 13, 14, 17, 18 and 22 of

the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules

1974 \Ajith reference to all the members forming the

Thanaavur District Aided School Manager's Association,

17, /aigalajmiian Sannadhi, Tiruvarur and also to the members

who are to be enrolled as members in the Associa-t ion.

liRIT PETITION NO.3135 of 1975.

Velar D, Narayanan, I
Correspondent3 An.i'ugam High School, I PETITIONER.
Madras-33 f

Vs.

1. The State of Tamil Nadu represented J
by the Secretary to Government, $
Education Department, Fort Saint 5
George, Madras-9 I RESPONDENTS.

I
2. The District Educational Officer, J

Madras-(South) Gandhi Irwin Road, J 
Madras-8 f

Petition under iirtlcle 226 of the Constitution

of India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein,

and in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be

plnased to issue a Writ of Mandamus restraining the

P.T.C .



respondents herein from enforcing or attemptint, to cnforo: 

of the provisions of the Taxiil Naclu Recognisod Private 

Schools (Regulation) Act 19735 (Act 29/74) and the Tamil 

Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 19 74 

against the petitioner,

WRIT PETITION r:i0.3221 of 1975.

7 .R , Saraswathi-j Maxiager and 5
Correspondent, Melur Aided { PETITI0I\1ER.
non-mission Middle School, Melur, 5 
Ponneri TaluKj Chinr^leput, |

Vs.

1 . State of Tamil NadUj represented 5
by its Secretary to Government, - J 
rducation. Fort Saint George. Madras-9, | RBSPONDBNTS.

'  5
2 . District Educational Officer, Saidapetj 5

Chingleput District, Madras-15. $

Petition under /irticlo 226 of the Constitution of 

India, praying that in the circumstances stated thereinj and 

in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court 'will be 

pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus, restraining the

respondents herein from enforcing or attempting to enforce

the provisions of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private Schools 

(Regulation) Acts 1973 (Act 29 of 1974) and the Tamil Nadu 

Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 against 

the petitioner.

WRIT PETITION NO.3351 of 1975.

1 . The Hindu High School Committee I
represented by its Secretary, L.V. |
I-a’ishnaswaml Iyer, t P3TITI0NE.RS,

5
2 , L .V , Krishnaswami Iyer, Member of the J

Man.aging Committee, The Hindu High School, J
Madras. 5

Vs.



1. The State of Tamil Naciu represented 5
by the Secretary to Govr:'rn'aent, J
Education Department, Fort Saint George, f
Madras-9 j RESP0I\TDEKTS

5
2. The District yEducational Officer, J

Madras South,, Hadra^-8 J

Petition under iirtic!Le>226 of the Constitution of 

Indies praying that in the circuQstances stated th^rein^ 

and in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court vjill be 

pl^^ased to issue a vjrit of Mandaaus forbearing the 

respondents from inipl^mrnt ing or giving of feet to the 

provisions of the Tanil Nadu R'-'cognised Private Schools 

(R-gulation) Act 1973 and the Taniil Nadu Rcoogniscd Private 

Schools (Regulation) Ruins 1974 in so far a,s they affect 

the petitionrrs.

"HIT PETITION N0.3513 of 1975.

Pastor K. Naraiah,. Manager, J
A.B .T .M . High-^r Sioi'ientary |
School, Naz.'rathpuraiu, J PETITIONER
St. Thoraas Mount Gontonrient, J
Madras-10 |

Vs.

lo The State of Tamil Nadu, (J
rr-presontod by the Secretary to I
Governnent, Education DepartI'lient, | RESPONDENTS, '
Fort Saint George, Madras-9 f

5
2. The District Educational Officer, ][

Saidapet; Madras-15

Petition under /j:’tlcl:: 226 of the Constitution of

India, praying that in the circumstances stated there in,, and

in the affidavit filed therevjith the High Court viill be

pleased to issue a vjrit of Mandamus restraining the

respondents heroin from implementing or giving effect to th-'



TcUr.il Nadu RocognisoGl Private Schools (Regulation) 7i.ct 19 73 

(Act 29 o f -1974) ejid the Taiiiil Nadu R'^co[inised Private 

Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 in so far as it affocts the 

petitioner's school.

I'.fRIT P^.TITION NO.3756 of 1975.

V, S. Sundarara,1an , .  PETITIONER.

Vs.

1 „ The State of Taiidl Nadu, ' J
represented by the Secretary J
to Government, Education Departnent, 5 
Fort Saint George, Madras. f RESPONDENTS,

I
2. The District Educational Officer, J

Kancheepuraxi. \

Petition under /vrticle 226 of the Constitution oi 

India., praying tha± in the circumstances stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed thereiv'ith the High Court will fc 

pleased to issue a vjrit of Maxidanius restraining the 

respondents herein froa impleuenting or giving effect to thr 

Tar.iil Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulations) Act 19 72 

(Act 29 of 1974) and the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private 

Schools (Regulation) Rules 1974 in so far as it aiTects the; 

petitioner.

laiT PETITION NO.5072 of 1975.

D. Mjinilivrishna Reddy, 5
][

Correspondent 3 D.V. Subraiiieiiian $ PETITIOI'IER.
Reddy High School, Min.iur, J
Chingleput District. |

Vs.

1 . The State of Taxiil Nadu, represented by 5 
its Secretary to Govrrnioent, Education j 
Depajrtmentj Fort Saint George, Madras. | RESPONDENTS.

2. The District Education Officer, K
Chingleput, Saidapot, Madras^ \



- 2D -

Petition under Article 226 of tho Constitution of

Indie.3 praying that in the circunstances stated therein^

and in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court \i)ill

be pleased to issue a Writ of liajidaiaus directing the

respondents to forbear fron enforcing or attempting to

enforce any of the provisions of Act 29 of 1974 and Rules

maxle thereunder or attempting to enforce any of the sa.id

Act and Rules made thereunder against the petitioner and

the existing school,

I'.fRIT PETITION NO. 2075 of 1975.

A.L. Hajry, Correspondent, J
V .O .C . Middle School, - J PETITlONE.R.
East Chintamani, TiruchlrapaHi-2 j[

Vs.

1, The State of Tamil Nadu, represented J 
by the Secretary to Government,
Education Department.^ Madras-9, I

I RESPOrOSNTS.
2. The District Educational Officer, j(

Tiruchirapallii Education District, I
Tiruchirapalli. I

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of

India, praying that in the circumstances stated therein,

and in the affidavit filed therevjith the High Court will be

pleasod to issue .a writ of Mandamus to forbear the

respondents herein from implemrnting or giving effect to

the Tai'iiil Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Act,

1973 (Act 29 of 1974) and Rules made thereunderj the T?ir:iil

Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Rulos,j 1974 -

in so far â s it affects the petitioner,



A.S. Na.tarr.lan3 Mojia_ger and I
Correspondent of Panka,1ara I
liiddlG School, Bodinayakajiur5 I
Madurai District. J

Vs.

1 . The Government of Taail Nadu, I
represented by its Secrotajry to }
GovarnnGntg Education Department, j[
Majaras-9. }

PET IT lOI'ER.

RESPONDENT.

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of 

India-,, praying thajt in the circunstaJices stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed thereviith the High Court \\)ill be 

plea.sed to issue a. Writ of Handajiius directing the respondent 

herein anj. his subordinates to forbGar from giving to

the provisions of Sections 8 (l) (a) (b) ajid (c) 1 1 ,12 ,15 ,1 6 , 

17, 183 21 3 22s 233 24, 25, 26,313 33 (2 ), 39, 40 , 42, 43 344, 

45 , 46, 47363 and 56 (2) (f) (i) (,1) end (1) of the Tajnll 

Nadu Recognised Private Schools (Regulation) Act (Tamil Nadu 

Act 29/74) and the Rules 9 ,12 ,13 , 13 (5 ), 1 4 ,1 7 ,1 8 ,2 0 ,2 1 ,2 2 , 

23 and 24 of the Taxiil Nadu Recognised Private Schools 

(Regulation) Rules 1974 with reference to the petitioners 

Educational Institution Panlia.lam Middle School, Bedinaya.Kajnu; 

Madurai District in Tamil Nadu,

IffilT PETITION NO. 769 of 1975.

y., S. Nataj-ajan, Manager and \
Correspondent of PaJika,1am Girls 5 
High School, BodinayakaJiur, f
Madurai District. J

Vs,

PETITIONER.

The Government of Tamil Nadu, ][
represented by its Secretary to |
GoV''.^rnment3 Education Department, 
Madras-9, ][

RESPOrTOENT.



P-'tition URclor Artiolo 226 of tho CorivStitution of
I

Incllr, prrylng thn.t in th'' circu.Qstr'ncos strtocl thGroin,

and in the affidpvit filed fhcr'^vjith the High Court vjill bo

pleased to issue a virit of ilandaLaiis directing tho .

respondent herein and his subordinates to forb^'ar froii

giving effect to the provisions of Sections 8 (1 ) (a) (b) and

(c) I I 5I 2 , 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22523,243255263285513  3 3 (2)5

3 D540, 42 ,43  y'V.,4 5 ,4 6 ,4 7 ,  53 and 56 (2 ) (f) (i) (:]) end (1)

of tho Tarail Nadu Recognisocl Priv-to Schools (RcguJ. at io2i)

Act Tamil Nadu 29/74 and thn Rules 9 ,1 2 3],3, 13 (5 ). 145I 7 3 I83

20 ,21,22,23 and 24 of tho Tamil Nadu Recognised Private

Schools (RGgul-tion) Rules 1974 vrith referenc'- to the

petitioners IMucational Institution Panlca,1e.n Girls High

School, Bodinayakanur, Maidurai District in Tamil Nadu,

1/®IT P^.TITION NC.770 of 1975.

A. S. S. Kasira,!, I'lana.ger and J
Corresponcl^ait of Shanviugar f
/^ulneri Aided School, f H5TITI0IER.
BodinayaKanur, Madurai District f

Vs,

1 , The Government of Tajiiil Nadu, J
represent'^d by its Secr-tary to f RESPOND'■̂ ''JT.
G '■'’nuient3 Education Department, |
Madras-9, f

Petition under i\rticle 226 of the Constitution

of India, pra^ying that in the circumstances stated therein,

and in tho affidavit filed therewith the High Court -̂jill be

' pleajsed to Issue a urit of Mandamus directing th^ respondrnt

herein and his subordinates to forbear from giving effect to

the provisions of sections 8 ( 1 ) (a) (b) oxid (c)^ 1 j., 1 2 ,1 5,16,

1 7 , 1 8 , 2 1 , 2 2 , 2 3 , 2 432 8326 ,2 8 331333  (2 ), 3 9 5 4 0 , 4 2 ,4 3 ,4 4 ,4 5 3 4 6 ,

47,53 and 56(2) (f) (i) (i) and (1) of the Taauil Nadu
P.T .O .



Rccognlsecl Private Schools (Rogaiation) Act (T.'̂ nill MacUi

Act 29/74) pnd the Rulos with roforonco to the

petitioner's Ecliico.tional Institution of Shnnmiigpr Am ineri

Aided School, Bodincyalcanur ILndurai District in Tnmii Nadu.

PSTITION HC,897 of 1975.

The Sourashtra High School^ Council ][
Madurai by its Honorary Secondary I PETITICI3R,
I'l.i-i.R, JpKibunathen. f

Vs.

1. The State of Tamil Nadu represent.^d by I
the Secretary to Government, ][
Education Department, Fort So.int Goorce, J
liadrns-D \

I
2. The Director of School Eciucetion, ]( RESPONDET'TS.

Nunfipobai: amj Mndres—34. f
I

3. The District EduCcation Officer, I
Madurpi District, Mpdurri 1

Petition under /a'’ticle 22S of the Constitution of

IndicL, prpyinc that in the circurs tpnces st-t^d ther^'in,

pnd In the affidavit fil-^d thorevjith the High Court \rill

b^ pleased to issue r. virit of Mandamus directing the

respondents to forbear from rnforcinfi the provisions of

the Tamil Nadu Recognised Privete School R gulption Act

1973 pnd the Rules fremed thereunder against the petitioner,-

IS  IT PETITION NO. 1076 of 1975.

A. Muthiay^^h •• PETITIOi^JER,

Vs.

The State of T-mil Nadu represented J
by the Secret pry to Government, J RESPONDENT,
Education Department.. Fort Saint George, J
Madrp.s-9. I

Petition under /-rticlc 226 of the Constitution

of Ind iaj prp,yingj thnt in the circumstances stated t her .'In



oncl in tho affidavit filed thcrovjlth the High Court ylll

be pleased to issue a ’/rlt of Mandajnus directing the

respondent heroin and his subordinates for forbear from

giving effect to the provisions of Sections 8 (1 ) ( " ) (b ) (c ) ,

I I 5I 2 , 15, 16, 17, 185 213 22, 23, 245 25, 26, 28, 31233(2),

39, 40, 42, 43, 44 to 47, 53 and 56 (2) (f ) , (i) (;i) and

(1) of the Tamil Nadu Recognised Private School R-^uIa.tion

Act Tamil Nadu 7.ct 29/74 ajitl the Rules 9, 12, 1 3 ( 6)5 14.

17, 1 8 , 20 to 24 of the Tamil Nadu Recognisod- Private

Schools Regulation Rulos 1974 Tjith reference to the

institution off* the petitioner,

I'.fRIT FjTITION NO. 16-10/75.

Vellayan Chettiar High School3 j( ■
Thiruvottiyurj represented by I
Correspondent 3 Majnager, ' { •
Pal 3 Palaniappan I

Vs. '

1. The Secretary to the Government ef ^
TaPxil Nadu, Education Department, f
Fort Saint George, liadras~9. ][

I
2. Director of School Education, f RESPONDENTS.

College Road“, Ma.dras- 6
I

3. The District Educational Officer, ][ ^
Chingleput„ Saidapet, f
iiadras-15 ' X • •

Petition under /article 226 of the Constitution of 

India,, praying that in the circumstances stated therein, 

and in the affidavit filed therevjith the High Court will be 

pleased to issue a. vjrit ef mandamus forbeaxing the 

r^'spondonts from applying the provisions of the Tamil Nadu 

Rocognisod Private Schools (Regulation) Act 1973 (Act 20 of 

1974) in resp-'Ct of the petitioner’ s School,



ORDER; Th?sc urij p-^titions coming on for hearing 

on T'Jednosday tlio ISth, iionday th.3 iSthj Tuesday the IDthg 

I'iondr̂ ’ the 25thj Tuosnpy the 26thj Uednosdny the 27th,^ 

end Thursday the 28th days of August 1975 and upon 

perusing the p'^titions and the respective ajffida.vits 

filed in support thereofj the orders of the High Court 

dated 25-12.-1974 in I'J. ?. 4478 of 1974” dated 27-1-1^75 

in vJ.P.No.294 of 1975; dated 4-3-1975 in U .P.No.l364 of 

1975; dated 4-3-1975 in 'J.P. No.1365 of 1975= dated 

14-3-1975 in W .P .H o .1750 of 1975” dat-d 21-1-1975 in 

W. P. No. 226 of 1975“ da.ted 14-2-1975 in ' f. P. No, 603 of 

1975, dat-d 18-2-1975 in H. P. No. 683 of 1975. dated 

26-2-1975 in ¥. P. No. 934 of 1975^ daJted 27-i~i075 In 

W.P.No.953 of 1975^ datad 28-2-1975 in IJ. P.No. 1062 of 

1975 ” dated 28-2-1975 in U . P. No. 1081 of 19 75 d at --xl 

3-3-1975 in W. P.No .1209 of 1975, dated 4-3-1975 in II, P. 

No.1311 of 1975: dated 4-3-1975 in W .P .N o .1361 of 1975; 

dated 14-3-1975 in ¥ .P.No.l738 of 1975; dated 19-3-19 75 

in P.No.1908 of 1975; dated 20-3-1975 in W, P.No. 1989 

of 1975; dated 24-3-1975 in W. P .No.2119 of 1975; dated

11 >4-1975 in "J. P.No. 2670 of 1975f dated 11-4-1975 in 

W. P.No.2671 of 1975; dated 11-4-1975 in vJ.P.No.2672 of 

1975; dated 11-4-1975 in W .P .No .2673 of 1975” dated

11-4-1975 in I-i. P .No .2674 of 1975 dated 11-4-1975 in 

W. P.No. 2675 of 1975; dated 11-4-1975 in IJ. P. No. 2676 of 

1975; dated 11-4-1975 in U .P .N o .2677 of 1975; dated 

11w4-1975 in U .p .No .2678 of 1975; dated 11-4-1975 in 

W .P .No .2679 of 1975' dated 11-4-1975 in W.P. No.2680 of



1975' d.n-Gd 16-4-1975 in '% ? , No.?730/75» 25-d-i975 in

V/. P, No,294'l of 1975' clatf̂ cl 29-3-1975 in P, No. 3029 of 1975? 

estcJ 2-5-1975 in I'.P, Ko.3:^35 of 1975° d^tod 6-5-1975 in 

P. No.3221 of 1975' dated 8-5-1975 in P. No.3351 of 1975- 

dc3.tod 20-5-1975 in vj.p. No.3513 of 1975° dated 29-5-1975 in 

¥.P. No.3756 of 1975  ̂ dated g-S-1975 i n ’.'.P. No.5072 of 1975^ 

dated 24-3-1975 in U .P. No.2075 of 1975’ dated 21-2-1975 in

If.Ps. Nos. 768 to 770 of 1975, dated 26-2-1975 in IJ.P. No.

897 of 1975” dated 28-2-1975 in ’7. P. No. 1076 of 1975 ejid 

d^t^d 12-3-1975 in ¥. Ps. 1640 andt 1641 of 1975 respcctivel;; 

and nade therein and the counter affida.vits filed v.'lthlJ, Pg . 

4478 of 1974’ 294 of 1975 and 226 of 1975 and the relevant

records on the fii«^s of the respondsnts in all the petitions 

and GODiprised in the return of the respondents in all the 

petitions to the writs Dade by the High Court and vv;on 

hearing the argua'^nts of iir. LI.T. Martin, advocate for the 

petitioners in IJ.P. No.4478 of 1974 of Hr. V. K. 

Thiruven[ ;̂atachcTir 1 for li/s. Drvadasar and Sagar, i::. RaghavsJi 

and G. Muthui’Tishnan, advocates for the petitioner in U .P,

No.294 of 1975“ of Il/So S. ChellasyaLiy, 'I, /irunaglrInathan 

and D. Poppy, advocates for the petitioner in W.Ps. No g .

1364. 1365 and 1750 of 1975? of rlr. T, Govindara:ialu 

advocate for the petitioner in W .?. No.226 of 1975<■ of 

lir. R. JanaKiramang advocate for the petitioner in I/.P.No.

510 of 1975: of i'i/s. H .S. Govlndan and Atibar All Qhale, 

advocate for the petitioner In W.P. No. 603 of 1975, of 

lir.R. Nadanasabapathy, advocate for the petitioner in W. P.

No. 683 of 1975“ of Hr. K. Sarvabhaunan and S. GoDalaratnai:i,



aclvccotos for tlit: petitioner in P. No, 934 of 1975 f of

i-jr.R. ICrishnanoorthy aavocate for the petitioner in U. P.

No,953 of 1975^ of li/s, G. Narayanan aJid IC. Gopal,

artvqcatefi for the petitioner in U .P .H o ,3.062 of 1975;; of

iir, S. Balasabrananiamj ?dvocato for the petitioner in

IJ, P, No. 1081 of 19763 of Mr, R. JanakiraiAaJi advocatc for

the petitioner in W.P. No, 1209 of 1975' of i'Ir. P.M,

JumnaKhanj S,A, Kareeni and 11. Ananuilah^ advocates for

pptitionor in I/,P. No,1311/1975 of iir, S. CheX'iaswaJayj

advocate for the petitioner in IJ,P. No,1361 of 1975:, of

lir.G.k. Selvara.lan advocate for the petitioner in V.P.No,

1738 of 1975; of ll/s, S, Rarias\jaiai and P. Rathinedurai,

advocates for the petitionor In W .P , No,1908 of 1975° of

M/s. G, Narayanan and K. Gopal advocates for petitioner In

I'^P. No, 1989 of 1975 of Iir. J. Sai'-aiels advocate for

petitioner in W.P, No,2119 of 1975 ; of M/s, 3 ,L- /'.shi-'-T.nnrp yana

Reddi A, C. ilanu.s\jarii Reddy and G. Xathirvela, advocatc-s for

petitioner in V^Ps, 2670 of 1975 to 2680 of 1975» of

i'tr,N, M. Hanivarua.j advocate for the pot it loner in U,P,lIo.

2780 of 1975“ of Mr.R.KrishnaKioorthy, D, Ra,1a and A.R.

LaKshnanan^ advocates for the petitioner in U, P .No,2944 of

1975" of Mr, N. Vanchinathanj advocate for the pot it ion'i^rs

in W, P. No,3629/75“ of Mr, A,G,Munusv!aL'al Reddl, advocate for 
the pptitioner in ¥. ?, No.3l'o5 of 1975 of Mr. 3.LafcshQinarayaJia Reddy, 

Advocate for the petitioner In IJ,P,No.3221 of 19 75° of M/s, K. RaiT'a^waal

and L, iv. SanSaran^ acivocates for the petitioners in Ĵ, x",N ■*

"351 of 1975; of Mr, SaB V. Ghelliah .advocate for tho

petitioner in 'J,P,No,3513 of 1975; of Mr, Saci V, Ghellialij



ndvoc^to for the petitioner i n ' , ? .  Ho.5756 of 3'75 of 

lir. Bo Laltshriinar ay ana Reddyac.voc-to for the p^titionr^r

_  ̂ in ■'%?= N , /7 '‘ of Hr, S.ii, Abdu.1 "fahaby 'jdvocate for
one P'^titioner in . .P .N o .2075 of 1C75 of i-ir. C, Krislmnn, advocatc for

the p TcitionGr in W.Ps, I"cs.768 to 770 of 1975 of IL'.O.V.

Dalaswaay advocct'- for th^ petitioner in If. P. No.897 of

1975 ana of i-ir. IC, SvJa'uidorai af îvocate for potitionor in 

VJ. P.107C/75 and of M/s, 13,R. Chandran^ Jyothi Jalasundaroi 

auvocates for petitioner in vj, p. r'os,l640 and 164:1 of 1C 75 

and of thve Advocate-Gen raJ. assisted by I'ir.S. Ranalingaiiis 

Assistant Governn^nt Pleader and of the Governu-^nt PI-ador 

 ̂ on behalf of the respondents in all the petitions and .

havinc stood over for consideraJtion till this day, the 

court cade the following ORDER; "

THE HOM^BLE THE CHEF JUSIIGE.

A nauiber of private schools5 including ainority 

schools, by these petitions^ impugn th'^ validity of nost 

of the provisions of the Tar-iil Nadu Reco:;nised Private 

Schools (Regulation) Act,, 1975 as invading ajxl violative of 

their fundai:iental right under Article 30 (1 ) of the 

Constitution. In vievi of the pr-^vailing Proclanation of 

ED/'rgencVj attaclc on then based on /articles 14j 19 and 31 

has not been pursued, though not givan up. The Act 

regulates private schools5 in respnct of establishaent and 

laanagent of private schoolsj their recognition, their 

withdrawal and effect, payraent of grant, constitution of 

School CoKaitteOs its Q^obership, neetings and functions5 

teras aaid conditions of service5 qualification of teachers 

and oth'T employees5 their appointment, disciplinec, appeals,

.C.



revisions 3 rosi vlct Ion on a l ie n ;io n , controi os to closiir  ̂

control of school in certnin otlior niptt-'̂ rs,, inspection or 

inaiiiry c?nc fiirnishing of returns,, sotting u;;, of Tribunrls 

end ppnalti'^So "Private School" n''ans r prf'-priinaryj 

primary5 uiddle or hi:i;li school or any oth?r Institution 

iapartiu2 educritlon or treinar.g, established pnd 

adninist ̂ red or saint a in'^d by any person or body of personsj 

and r"^co,j;nis8d by the connetent authority under the Act.

But5 certain types of schools iiise those imprrting technlcral 

or professional eduCrtlon^ or established and adainist-'red 

or Liaintained by the Central Governinent or the Stot^ 

Governtaent or any local authority9 maint -;ined or approv-7cl by. 

or affiliated to, any UniV'^rsity established by 1 '-̂], rnd 

those ,_^iving providing or inparting relig 1013.3 instruction 

ailone, do not cĉ nie under this. A minority school is a. 

private school estaJolished and administered5 or administered 

by axiy such niinv..rity whether based on religion or laJi :̂;uar;c 

as has the right to do so under clause (l) of iirticlo 30 of 

the Cjonsiitiit4r©fi, A competent authority, for the purpose 

of the Act is-j any authority, officer or person authorised 

by the Government, by notification, to perform the functions 

of the competent authority under its provisions for such 

area or in relation to such class of private schools, as ma.y 

be specified in the notification. Tvio other e:-:pressions 

vjhich pervade the Act and which i-ic have to deal with are^ 

"educationail agency" and "school committee", the first of 

vAilch in relation to any minority school, means any person 

who, or body of persons which, has established and is



administering or proposes to establish ojid adainiflter such 

minority scihool^ and (2 ) ony other private school, means 

any person or body of porsons pernittcd or d:^emed to be 

permitt<^d under the Act to establish and maintain such other 

private school. "School coninittee" in relation to a private 

school means the school coi:mittce constituted under Section 

15. In Ghe^pter II vjhich deals with establishment, permiscion 

for o.stablishment and management of private schccls. 

Government he^ talcon povi.-r by Section o, to ro;:iul. te tho 

different stages of education and courses of instruction in 

private schools. Except as otherwise provided, no private 

school can be establishedg as stated by Soct.ion 4<j \jithout 

the permission of the competent authority3 and except in 

accordance v;ith the terms anr' conditions snrcified in ,qnnh 

1)ernission. Sections 5 and 6 provide for application to the 

compeisent authority for permission, form of the application 

and conditions for grant of permission. Existing private 

schools, vtithin six months, from the date of commencement of 

the Act, should send to the com.petent authority a statement 

crntaining the particulars required by prescriptionj and on 

receipt of the statement5 permission shall be deemed to have 

been grajited to such schools. Section 8 (1 ) (a) renuires 

approval of the competent authority for any chan:;;e in the 

constitution of the educational agency. Transfer of 

management of any private school can only be made X'jith the 

prior approval of the competent authority therefor. Any 

Diinority vjh.-̂ ther based on religion or language may establish 

and administer any private school \i,’ithout permission. But,

x^,T.O,



a minority school should send a sta.tomont to the comp.-?tont 

authority, containing th-e particulars specified in Scction 

10, in Form V. The next chapter concerns with reGo:'nltion 

of private schools. Not only a private school, the 

establishment of v^hich has been pGrniittod, or is deemecT to 

have been permitted 3 but also any minority school, by 

section 1 1 ( 1 ) (b).., has to apply for and obtain recognition 

from the competent author it yj v;ho on satisfection that 

proper ^irrangements ha.vo been made for the maintenance of 

academic -standards in the schoolj the provisions of the 

Act are complied \jlth and the prescrljcd conditions ha’/o 

been satisfied, may jj^ant it, Scction 12 empovjers the 

con’ipetent authority to withdraw perDianently or for a. 

specified period, the reGor;nition of any private school on 

certain grounds ajs that it does not comply with any of the 

provisions of the Act or rules made, that it defaults to 

disburse pay and allowances due to any teachcr or other 

person employed in such school, in accordan.co with the 

provisions of the Act or the ruins made thereunder, or that 

it contravenes or fails to com̂ ply with any such condition 

as may be proscribed. Of course, the competent authorityc 

before withdrawing the recognition, shall give the 

educational ac’ency an opportunity of nafcini'; its 

representation. The effect of withdrawal of recocnitlon is, 

that the related school shall not be entitled to receive 

any grant, or other finajicial assistance from Government, 

or prepare, train or guide pupils for appearing at any 

e^^amination conducted by  ̂ or under the authority of, the



Governnrnt, Paynf^nt of Governr.K^nt grants or v.'ithholdlnG of

the sane for certain reasons, is governed by Section 14.

Chapter IV which Is subi'ected to the heaviest attack, deals

with establishrient of School Committee3 its constitution and

functions. The Chapter contains Sections 15 to 183 none of

which is spared from attaclr on ground of invalidity. By,

Section IS, every private school sijtall have a duly constituted

school committee which shall include the headmaster of the

private school and tho seniormcst teachers employed in the

private school. The number of representatives of the

teachers on the committee shall be such as may be prescribed,.

Different number of representatives may be prescribed for

different classp?s of private schools. Rule 12 while sta.t.Lir

that the educational agency of every private school shail

constitute a school committee, provides that the term of

office of the ComLiittee shall be three years, and che

Members of the Committee shall be eligible for nenominatio:^.,

It also provides that the School Committee shall consist o.i:

Representatives of the educational agency who shall be

nominated by such educational arency, provided tha„t the

employ'^es of the school shall not be nominated under this

category. The Headmaster of the school shall be an

Ex-Officio Member. Two seniormost teachers of the school,

if the strength of teachers in such schools is less thaJi

twenty, nnd three seniormost teachers, if  the strength of
shall

teachers in such school is twenty and a b o v e , a l s o  be 

Members of the School Committee.



Further provision in the Rule is that the number of

representatives of the teachers shall not bo reduced on

account of any decrease in the strength of teachers during

the three years term of the Committee, The Rule requires

that the educational ai,.ency shall increase the representa.tion

for the teachers on the said scale if the strength of the

teachers is incr'''a,sed, and the tcatcher so nominated shioll be

a member of the Committee for thf) residual p^^riod of the

tenure of the Coi?xTiittee and shall be eligible for renomination;

When a vacancy of tea.chers' representatives in the Committee

arises3 the next seniormost teacher shall be nominated to the

CoTfmittce', bat3 there shall be no change in the membership of

the teachers* representative during the tenure of the

Comumittee on account of the appointment of another senior

teacher. For the ourposes of the rule, the seniority shall

be determined with reference to the total service rendered by

the teacher in any recognised school or schools. The

educatione.1 agency shall nominate one of its representatives

in the Committee as the President. If the educational aGonĉ v

intends to change the President within the period of three

years5 it shall do so only with the prior approval of the

District Educational Officer, Section 16 requires that evGrj

school Committee shall have a Socretajry who shall exercis:;

such powers a.nd perform such functions as may be prescribed.

This section also says that ev'^ry person holding office as

President, Secretary Manager or Correspondent of a privetc

school, or exorcising the powers of Secr tary under the Act

P .T .O .



on the date of coLeenceraent of the Act shall be cleoaed to ba

a Secretary under the Act, Rule 13 prescribes that the

Educational agency shall nov'lnate one of its represcntatives

as th'> Secretary of the School CoLmiittee. It shall -̂;c open

to the Educational ag'^ncy to nominate the Headnaster as the

Secretary, The tern of office of the Secretary shall

ordinarily be three yearsj and on the expiry of the ternj h-̂

shall be eli^Uble for renorainnt ion. If the ■^educational

a[.:ency intends to change the Secr^’tary vjithin the period of

three yf^ars, it shall do so only with the prior approval of

the Distrl&t Educational Officer. The Secretary of the

School Gomittee shall function for, and on behalf of the

School Comraitt"^e and the Edacational aiencyj and shall act on

the basis of the resolutions passed at the meetings of the

School Comnittee. The Secretary^ shall not5 hovjever,

interfere in the internal administration of the School, like

admission, exaninatIons, promotion of pupils and other

academic matters which shall be the exclusive responsibility

of the Headmaster. The Secretary is the person responsible

for the correct maintenance of accounts and proper

auministra,tion of school funds. Section 17 directs that the

School Comnittee shall me'̂ t at such times and places and shall,

sub,1ect to the provisions of sub-sections (2 ) and (3 )3  observe

such rul-^s of procedure in r<̂ :':ard to transaction of business

at its ne^tinc^s, includinij the quorum at meetings5 a>.s may be

prescribed. But^ it is nocessary that the School Committee

me^ts at least once in every three months. The President of

P. I. 0 .



the School ComLiitteej or in his absoncej any netiber choscn 

by tho uieabers presnnt., shall preside at a meeting of the 

School Goiiuiiittee, All questions at any meeting of the 

School Gonmittee shall be decided by a, manority of thn votes 

of the menbers present, aixl voting, and in the case of ail 

equality of votesj the President or, in his absence., tho ^

member presiding, shall have and exercise a Sf^cond or crstini; 

vote, ^lUle 14 corresponding to Section 17, provides for the 

procedure for convening of the meeting by the Secretary v;ith 

tho approva/l of the President, and as to notice for conveninf^ 

the meeting, quorum and maintenance of minutes. The gravf^st 

offender, according to the petitioners, is Section 18, vjhich 

deals xjith the functions of the School Committee and 

responsibility of the Educational agency under the Act, v/hich 

is reproduced;

"18, (l) Subject to the provisions of this Act and 

the rule, made thereunder, the School 

Committee shall have the following 

functions ̂  namely: —

(a) to carry on the general administration 

01 the private school, excli'ding the 

properties and funils of the private 

school°

(b) to appoint teachers and other employeoq 

of the private school, fix their pay 

and allovjances and define their duti^'S 

and the conditions of their service^ 

and



A CZ — —

(c) to take disciplinary fiction against t̂ '̂ach.-rs 

and oth-̂ r eaployees of the private school,

(2 ) The educational aO’Qncy shall be bound by anything 

done by the School Gouioltt^e in the discharge of 

the functions of that Conaitteo under this Act.

(3) For the purposes of this Act, any decision or

action tak-'̂ n by the school coamitteo in respect of 

any natter over \̂ lhich the school cormitteo has 

.I’urisdiction shall be deemed to be the decision or

action taLion by th" educational asency,”

It may be seen that the general adr.iinistration of the 

private school, excluding the propcrticjs and funds of the 

school,, power to appoint teachers and other employê -̂ s fli^inf 

their pay and alloviances, defining their duties and 

prescribing their conditions of service^ and power to tol'c 

disciplinary action against teachers arxl oth'r employees oi 

the schoolj are all vested in the School Comnittee. lihrt is 

more5 the Educational agency shall be bound by anything done 

by the School Committee in the discharge of the functions of 

the Coaniittee . Further^ for the purposes of the Act, any 

decision or action tat^en by the School Committee in respc^ct 

of any matter over \Jhich the School Coimiiittoe has .lurisdiction, 

shall be deemed to be the decision ofj or action talcen by, the

Educational .agency. Sections 19 to 21 in Chapter V relate to

quaJLifications, conditions of service etc., of teachers ajid 

other persons employed in private schools, their appointment 

and about their being governed by a Code of Conduct,

Sub-section (2) of Section 21 gives the pox^er to the School 

Committee to define the standards of conduct to be observed by

?. r, 0,



the tcachors and other onployfses in a. private schoolj so.ch

standards not being inconsistent with the provisions of thr

Act and the rules uiade thereunder. Rule 15 prescriu^d thf;

nuaber of teachers and other persons to be enployed in a.

private school, agreenient and Form of agreement v’hich the

private school,

and shall enter into v;ith the teacher or other person

in Fortas VII-A or VII-3 if  the appointment is for a period

exceeding three months, and as to hovj vacancy should be

filled up and prom.otions to be made, and maintenance of

service r'^i^ister. The teachers and other persons employed

in a private school shall be governed by a Code of Conduct

as specified in Annexure II to the Rules. Any violation of

the Code yill entail disciplinary action and punishment vhich

may include dismissal or removal or termination of service or

reduction in rank. Dismissal, removal or reduction in rajik

or suspension of teachers or other persons employed in a

private school are regulated by Section 22 and Rule 17.

Sub-section Cl) of Section 22 says that sub,1ect to any rule

that may be made in this behalf, no teacher or other person

employed in any private school shall be dismissed, removed^

or reduced in rank nor shall his appointment be otherwise

terminated except viith the prior approval of the competent

authority. Where the proposal to dismiss, remove or reduce

in rank or otherwise terminate the appointment of any

teacher or oth^r person employed in any private school is

coiVimunicated to the competent authority, that authority shal'i^

P.T.C.
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if It is vsatisfied that th'^re are adequate and reasonable 

grounds for such proposalj approve such dismissals ronovr-.lj 

reduction in ranli or termination of appointDiento No teacher 

or other person employed in any private school, as stated by 

Section 22 (3) shall be placed under suspensionj except vjhon 

an inquiry into the gross mis-conductj vjithin the nieaninf  ̂ of 

the Code of Conduct prescribed under sub-section ( l ) of 

Section 21 3 of such teacher or other p<^rson is contenplated. 

Also, no such suspension shall remain in force for more than 

a period of tvjo months from the date of suspension^ but in 

the avent of the incuiry not being completed within the p'^riod, 

such teacher or oth-'r p-'Tson shall be deeaod to. have been 

restored a.s teacher or other employees, Dut.j pox̂ ier is given 

to the competent authority to ejctend the time for completing 

the inquiry. An appeal and a second appeal are provided for 

a-:ainst orders of dismissals removal or reduction in rani-: or 

termination of appointment, and there are special provisions 

re'’.ardlng appeals in certain past disciplinary ca„seSo 

Section 26 is to the effect that where any retrenchm nt of any 

tea.cher or other person employed in any private school is 

rendered necessary consecuent on any order of the Government 

relating to education or course of instructions or to any other 

matt'^r, it shall be competent for the Government or the school 

committe;^ of any private school to appoint such teacher or 

oth'r person in any school or Institution maintained by the 

Government or in such private school^ as the case may be. 

Section 27 requires that the pay and alloxijances of any teachcr 

or other person employed shall be paid on or before the date



cipntioned. Section 28 gives Chapter F/ overriding sffect. 

Chapter VI deals with control of private schools, in ro'^ard 

to closure of sach schools, requireinent on Educational agency 

to send list of prop-^rties, Feos and other chargeSj 

utilisa'cion of funds and property of private schools, tatcing 

over manageaent of private schools, relinquishinent of control 

of property and not talcing over of minority schools. In this 

Chapter Section 31 says thar notvjithstanding anything 

contained in any other la.w for the time being in force or in 

any deed^ document or instrument having affect by virtue of 

such other law, no property of a private school shall, e>:copt 

yith the previous peraission in writing of the competent 

authority, be transferred by way of sale, exchange, mortgage, 

char[.:e, pledge, lease, gift or any other manner whatso'^ver.

If any such property is transferred without permission, the 

transfer shall be null and void. The competent authority 

can give permission if the transfer is made in furtherance oi 

the purposes of the private school, or of similar purposes 

approved by the competent authority aixl the assets resulting 

from the transfer are to be wholly utilised in furtheraaico of 

the said purposes. The competent authority while granting , 

permission, will be within its power to impose such conditionsi 

as it deems fit to ensure that such assets are wholly utilisecti 

in furtherance of the purposes. But, a contravention of any 

such condition shall not invalidate such transfer, Permissiorj 

shall not be refused unless the applicant has been given sn 

opportunity of making his representations. Chapter VII 

concerns itself with Accounts, Audit, Inspection aiad ^^oturn,



S''ction 39 says that the coapetent authority shaXi have the

rl'jht to CDUse an Inspection ofj or Inqairy in respect of,

any private schoolj its build ingSj laboratori-^Sg libraries,

wori-cshops and eauiptientj and also of the exaninations,

teaching and other vjorK conducted or done by the privat-:

school^ to be made by such person or persons as it tna.y direct

and to cause an inquiry to be made in r^spnct of any other

matter connected with the private school^ and the Educational

a .̂;ency shall be entitled to be represented thereat. Th'  ̂ views

of the Competent authority shall be comnunicated to the

Educational agency with reference to the results of such

insp^'Ctlon or inquiry3 and the Authority after ascertaining

the opinion of the Educational agency may advise the

Ed.ucational agency upon the action to be talien. The

Educational agency shall report to such authority th^' a.ctie.

talcen upon the results of such inspection or inquiry. Anv

direction which may issue from the Competent authori-cy shaal

be complied with by the Educational agency. Section 40

requires furnishing of returns by the Sduca.tional agency

Xijlthin the prescrioed tirie. There are then the general

provisions under Chapter VIII as to appeals, and revisions

a,gainst the orders of the competent authority, constitution

of Tribunals, time for appealj powers of appellate authority,

deposit with the Tribunal of pay and allowances of teachers

and other persons eraployed in private schools in certain

cases. The penultimate Chapter provides for penalties and

procedure. If m y person, when required, by of under the

Act or pny rule m ade under it to furnish any information,
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omits to do so, or furnishes lnfornr,tion vjiiicii he itnovjs, or 

has reasonable ca.use to believe, to bo false, or not true, 

in op.y material pprticiilar, he shall be punishable vrith ■ 

fine \A)hich may extend to one hundred rupees. The last 

Chapter contains Eiiscelloneous provisions ps to delegr'tion 

of povjers of Government inderinity and publication of rules.

The provisions of the Act cjxl the relevant rules made 

thereunder hove br̂ en set out in detell not only for a 

convenient referencf’ , but else to pvoid repetition \jhile 

d' eling with specific prgum'- nt related to epch of the 

provisions. Sections 8 ( l ) ,  l l ( l ) (b ) .  12, 15 to IS, 21 to 

31, 39, 40 c?jid 42 to 46 ere, according to the petitioners, 

violative of Article 30(1) of the Constitution and are 

invalid in so far <as they relate to minority schools, nJX: in 

cr-rtain respects other priveto schools db x-)c11. Wo shalx clor_. 

vjith thn ojrgument of the petitioners under the holdings of 

Management, Discipline, Recognition, Restriction on all: nati''a 

Inspection ajid Returns, Appeals and Penalties. But, brforr 

doing so, vje shall briefly narrate the facts in one or tv.io of 

the petitions as illustrative and then consider the scope and 

effect of Article 30(1) of the Constitution in its applica.tion 

to these ceises.

The Society of the Brothers of the Saxred Heart of

Jesus, Palayan’LCottai, Tlrupplvoli district, is the first of thol

petitioners in ¥, P. No.4478 of 1974. The General Manager of thq

Society,, one Rev. Brother A. Thomas, figures a.s the second

petitioner. He has sworn to th ' aJ’fidavit in support of the

petition. He is himself an Indian citizen professing Roman

Catholic Faith and belongs to a religious alnority. Tlie

P.T.O.



The Soclcty of the Brothers of the Sa crod Horrt

of JrsLis, Paleynnkottaij Tirunoxvoli Districts is the first

of the petitioners in W.P,No.4478 of 1974. The Gonerpi

iianager of the Socicty, one Rev. Broth'^r A. Thomas, fi[-ures

as the second p'^titioner. Ho has sworn to the affidavit in

support of the p'^tition. Ho ig  'hlnself en Indian citizen

professing Roman Catholic Faith rjid belongs to a religious

■Qinority. The Society is one registered under the Societies

Registration Act. It consists of nieobors of the Rorarm Catholic

Faith, Its religious ob.lectivcs include in the uiain, promotion

of educationj intor alia, by establishing and cidininistoring

schools, dispGnsaries, hospitals, orphajnagoSj social centres

etc. It has e. Governing Body, tho c\Gnbors of v)hich also

profess Roman Ga.tholic Faith and belong to the religious

minority. Thes(3 facts vjere not denledc The Society hê s

established numerous educational institutions in th": States of

Tamil NaclUo Kerala and Mysore, which are all recognised and

aided schools. The cost of maintaining the institutions of

th<̂  Society is m^t out of donaitions from m-'̂ mbers of the

RomaJi Catholic Church, Romari Caitholic Church Organizations and

other well voishers, fees wh'.rever permitted from Scholars and

Grants-in-a id from tho State Government, The funds required

for establishing the said schools wer-̂:' ■'jholly met by donations

and aid receiv'^d from the Roman Catholic Church and the

m.embers thereof, Tho several educptional institutions of the

Society, it is saad, ha.ve been established and ar̂ ' being

administered and maintained by the Society through its

Governing Body, as ec!uccitional institutions to conserve the
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distinct rollgious faith and cult are of th" Gat hoi Ic 

Christian Coniniunity of India, pnii to inculcato ajid strengthen 

thrir spirit of \\iorship, although no student is denied 

,-dmission to any of those institutions merely on ground of 

re'^.igionj race, caste or language. The pro-priniarypriiiary, 

middle, secondary and Training Schools of the Soci'ty otq  

prirmrily meant for the tradning of the Catholic students for 

thr Secondary School Leaving Certificate Examina.tions, ^

conducted by the University of liadras, and also to offer to 

the said Rocian Catholic students education in matters of 

morals and their religion, vjith a vicxj to cons''rving their 

religion and culture. The Society claiius that Its various 

institutions established, edrainistored and naintained by it 

are properly run in accordance voith the Tamil Nadu Educations 

Rules and other Local and adniinistrative requirements 

applicable ther'^to, and the results of the various schools 

heve been uniformly good. The Society has its o\m 

6onstitution providing for adninistration and malntenence of 

its several educational institutions^ and its provisions covr̂  

the ontlr?^ range of adninistraction, including discipline of 

its vstaff, teachers end othrrs and various oth'^r matters 

dealt vjith by the impugned Act and properly belonging to the 

Society’ s right to maintain and administer its ovm 

institutions. And so, according to the petitioners, the 

Ineugned provisions of th-" Act and the rul's  made thereunder 

as they deprive the Soclcty of its fundaiaentol right to 

-ndminist<"r its institutions ajid ma,Ke complete inrceds Into 

er̂ '' viol-tive of ivrticle 30(1),. ;-nd, therefore, unconst itutij
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Tlif: Tirunolvoll Dioceso of th'' Church of South Inclln.5

is th- pr'tltion^-'r in W,t.I\o.294 of 1975, Th;- Rrv, S.T. Paul 

Gnrnrlnhj thr̂  Hoclc'rator ’ s Gommisspry who ropr ' s nts tho_

Dloccsr is th-' soconcl pot it ion-̂ r. Ho oxcrcis's th-̂  non- 

-'plscopr'i povjors of the Bishop. Thr Protr:stoiit Christir.n 

Community and th' Ghurchos in Tirun ivcli hav^ b on invoXvod 

in th co.usc of cducotion for over n century in Tirunrlv: li 

district, --nd heVv: tovjarc's thot -'nd establish d end are 

ninlnteaning 4 Collrges., 29 Secondory Schools, 4 Training 

Schools, 3 Sp' clal Schools, two for the hr'.ndIcapp-d rnd on:- 

for Industrio.l Training end 622 Priaery end Mlc'dle Schools 

(Slonentnry), It is cle.lm'-'d thet these mmy institutions

developod ov^r e long nutibT of y ers hev o.seum d huge 

proportions by novj dû - to t h “ exc'-ll nee of e.ced' îriic 

strnderds m.alnteined, end due to th - edralnistretiv-' fficioncy 
c volv d through th-- oxporience of over 150 y  nrs, end thr.t 

this growth end d'-'V':'lopM' nt was iiiede possible by th'-' dedicr'ted 

1 -edrrship of the founders of the institutions, end subs■'ouent 

leaders vjho took cheirg- of them end rarmogrd th-̂ institutions 

with Missionary zoal. Mention is nipde of thr- fact that pupils 

ejre odnittod in all th<~ schools r 'gardl' ss of c.-ste or 

conimunltyj ' n̂d th-t though the institutions are raanagod by the 

minority community, th'rc is gr^et rush for edmission from th' 

gen^rel public becaus'- of the rarc^-llence of accdemic stend-_rds 

end the sense of discipline inculceted in th^ students, end the 

highly s-^tisfe.ctory mraiagem nt teacher relrtionship ' volv^d

during the course? of e. century. Th-: rducetionel institutions 

■''stabllsh-r-d by the Protestent GhristlePi Community heve bern 

brought und(,r the edminlstre'tIve s-t up of th':- Tlrunelvell 

Dloccsoj v.’hen th'" Church of South Indle„ was fora.rd in 1947, In 

that ycea-, vo.rious Protestent Churchos in South India bccein^

united. The different Churches functioning until then as



cliff ■Ti''nt d'aiominat ions Lrir'rg. d into ono U n i t C h u r c h ,

tho ChLirch of South India, 3y the Constitution of th' ’̂

Church of South Indira it is divided into scvoral

Dioc s s for th<̂  purpose of adrninistrntivo conv'nioncc,

The Ghurchos in Tirunnlvrli district coao undor the 

Tiruncivrli Dioccsc v^hich ropros-'nts the Churchrs in

Tirunclveli district thr.t racrcod pnd foraed the Church

of South India. Under the Tirunrlvell Dlonosan Rules, t

Tirun( Xveli Diocoso of the Church of South India rdninistova

on behelf of the Ghurch^Sj 4 Coll'gos^ 29 Secondary Schools,

4 Trrining Schoolsj 3 Special Schools and 622 Primnjry and

iiiddle Schools established by th ' Church-.' ŝ in the discrlct.

For the CollogcSg the Bishop is the Mrjnager, Uith rer̂ curd tc

the schools, the supremo end final powers of .-dministretion

of the Church vests in the Executive Committee of the 

Tirunclveli Diocesr.n Council, This Council consists

of the Bishop, the offic'^-be'-rers of the Diocnspii 

Council, the Chairmen of the



Major Church Councils, two Olerfyiner), two Diocesan Worker 

Representatives aijd other clccted representatrives of the. 

congregation and persons noiriin̂ -̂ ted ty the Bishop. The total 

meratership of the CoinKittee is 50. There is an Executive 

OoTniriittee of the Diocesan Council, anr] there are Special 

Standing Committees to deal with special departments of the 

Dioces'^ n Council *s work like Standing Com.mittee on Educption, 

Standing Committee for lastoral 7/ork, Standing Committee for 

Medical wfork and the like. Y/ith regard to education, there 

is a Standing Committee on Educ-tion dealing with higher 

education which includes High Schools, Colleges and Training 

Schools and Special Schools. This Comnittee consists of the 

Bishop, Office-hearers of ihe Diocesan Council and Major 

Church Council Chairmen, Man'^ger appointed hy the Bishop on 

the recomm.endation of the Standing Committ e on Education, all 

Trincipals of Colleges, One Correspondent from am.ong Boys 

Secondpry School Correspondents, One Corres i.ondent from ^̂ mong 

the Girls Secondary School Correspondents , Pive menhers of the 

Diocesan Executive Com.mittee, of whom three shall he 

ileadm.asters or Headmistresses and two /issistant teachers, and 

not m̂ ore than two persons nominated hy the Bishop, iis regards 

the day to day administration of the schools, there is a ' 

Manager, Correspondent, Headmaster, one /jssistant Teacher, 

one Representative of the Old Boys and three m.em.hers from the 

Educational ’<Vorks Standing Com.m.ittee ^nd miembers fromi the 

local Church Comm.ittee. There are rules describing the



powers of the Manager and the Governing Bô ly of the Schools 

and all the decisions taken are ultimately sut e ct to scrutiny 

l3y the Standing Gommittee on Education which in turn .-̂cts 

under the Executive Gomr.ittee of the Diocesan Council. Rules 

have tee?  ̂ framed virhich regulate appointrrent of teachers, 

seniority, transfer and disciplinary ?r;tion against teachers. 

There are clear-cut spheres in which each authority functions. 

There is a right of appeal to the ultimate Standing Gominittee 

on Education guided by the Diocesa n Counc i l . This h beer) 

t te set up for higher education dê ' '̂ling with High Schools, 

Training Schools and Special Schools. So far as elementary 

education is concerned, which includes primary anO mic50le 

schools, the Diocesa n Council functions through the Executive 

Committee and the Circle Committee which have got their own 

rules. This administrative set-up, the petitioners claim, has 

stood the test of time.

It is interesting to notice that the educational 

institutions under the management of the Diocese have no , 

individual or separate right of property. The entire XJroperty 

is he!J.d in one unit by the Tirunelveli Diocesan Trust 

Association, a Company registered under the Companies' /.ct 

to hold the properties in trust for the objects of the Diocese 

wh^ch include, the promotion and management of educational 

inst ituti on s among other objects. The petitioners say that 

the Central ildministrat ion with hierarchy of Committees 

subject to the ultimate control of the Executive Committee



has ensured educational exccllence, sound student discipline 

and teacher-manpgement relationship and has gone on well and 

efficiently over the many years. The petitioners also say 

that with regard to -cransfer, appointment and disciplinary 

action against teaching and non-teaching staff, there are 

elahorato rules with checks and counter-checks to see that no 

injustice is done to any individual, and that Ihe ultimate 

authority the liocesan Council functioning through the 

Executive Council and consisting of 360 members is elected hy 

the Congregation of Churches c anposed of Clergy, Teachers and 

laity, thus ensuring a democratic set-up, and at the same time 

ma iritalning the '3enorriirir'tloi)?il chJ^rf^ctex of the Christipx faith.

The petitioners submit that the effect of Iho piovisions 

of the iict is to displace from and deprive of the Society its 

Constitutional rights to follow its own set-up of 

administration and manage its institutions as detailed above. 

Recognition under Section 12 is made dependent upon compliance 

with the provisions of the i-ct or rules made, or directions 

issued thereunder, and, non-compliance involves withdrawal of 

recognition. Under Section 13? the ri ;̂;ht to receive any grant 

or financial assistance will depend upon recognition, and its 

continuity. The petitioners point out that compliance with 

the provisions of the Zct will involve surrender of fundamental 

right to admjinister their institutions, and that such a I pw 

which lays down conditions that result in the eff^cement or 

encroachment cf the fundamental right is unconstitutional.

It is also stated that the right to get recognition for a



school is similar to the right to get affiliation to the 

University ty a College, aid tlie State is not, therefore, 

justified in imposing any condition which is not rel--̂teci to 

any academic standard as a condition precedent for payment 

of grant, ?;hich is consequential to recognition, i'.s to 

Chapter IV they say that if it is to be given effect to 

in the case of the petitioners, the elaborate existing 

administrative set-up established by them will be given the 

go-by an the administration will be carried on by a School 

Committee, after replacing the present Correspondent of the 

School by a Secretary of the School Committee, and displaceraent 

of the administrative body set-up by the minoriiy comm.unity 

by a statutory body formed under the provisions of the Xot and 

the rules, and that further under section 18, its sub clauses 

clearly make over the administration to the School Conim*ittee 

and under sub-section (2), the minority Educational agency is 

sought t o be bound by the edministat ive acts of the School 

Committee, and further by the device of a legal fiction of a 

deem̂ ing provision in Section 18(3), the acts of the Committee 

constituted under the hct are dceinod to be the acts of the 

Educational agency. The petitioners maintain that the function^ 

enumerated in sub-clauses (a) to (c) of Section 18 are 

adroinTK ti-Ht-ive functions of the minority educational agency, 

and such a right cannot be taken away by a deeming clause, 

and that the legal fiction cannot abrogate the fundamental 

right of the Minority Educational /.gency. They have



reiterated that they have themselves, in view of the erjormous 

responsibility th3y have taken of maintaining the several 

institutions, have framed their own rules with the hierarchy 

of CoTnmittees for the various functions referred to in 

clauses (a) to (c) with rights to aggrieved persons to appeal, 

i.s at present, the Diocese has ultimate authority over all the 

educational institutions under its management, and appointntnt 

-is considered from the total niaiml>er of teachers employed ty 

the Diocese and the personnel policy is framed "by the Diocese 

in the larger interest of all concerned, including the teachers, 

non-teaching staff, pupils a id the Diocese. To insist that 

each school should have its own School Committee and should 

"be treated as a separ=^te unconnected unit would interfere 

with the right of management of the schools by the Churches 

according to their own tradition and pattern. To interfere 

with the existing system of management and to replace the 

Standing Committee on Education and the Elementary 

Education Committee by num.erous School Committees, one for 

each School would only lead to confusion and chaos in the 

managem.ent of schools. To divide the powers arbitrarily 

by statutory provisions betv/een the School Committee, the 

Secretary and the Educational ;̂4gency, not in conformity with 

the Diocese’s own form of management is a clear violation of the 

guarantees given to the m_inorii37 to establish and administer 

educational institutions of its choice- In this context, 

it is relevant to point out that the great advantage 

afforded by the viability by having a single managing agency



for all the schools will be wholly lost to the petitioners.

In addition to these considerations the petitioners further 

say thpt the rules framed h]7 the Diocese show that they have 

evolved a sound system to maintain their academic excellence, 

and also to ensure that there is cordial teacher-nanagement 

rcl ■'t ionsh ip with rights of appeal to higher forums. The 

petitioners, therefore, want th^t Sections 15 to 18 should he 

declared to he inapplicable to minority schools, and so too 

rules 12, 13 and I 4 relating to School Committees, as well 

as Section 21(2) as inapplicable to minority schools.

Referrinf^ to ScG.tion 9 which makes it clear that 

minority schools can he established without any permission 

under section 6 , and to section 36 which provides that 

minority schools cannot be taken over under section 3 4 , the 

petitioners submit that some of the provisions of Rule 9 

are obnozious to the fundamental right under i'rticle 30( 1 ). 

Rule 9 (2 )(c )  by sub-clause (1) provides for endowments, 

by sub-clause (ii )  for deposits of working capital, and by 

Rule 9 (2 )(f )  for the Educational agency to carry out the 

instructions by the Government, including adm.ission of pupils 

from back^vard classes. The rule also requires schools 

to create large endo’̂ /ments when the existing schools seek 

to upgrade them, or the minority schools seek to open new 

schools, the endowments being required in the form of m.orjey. 

The petitioners say that they have spent large arrounts of 

money in erecting buildings and have adequate immovable



properties to frcilltpte further development. The Diocese 

apart from its l?>rge immovp.ble properties h as " cash endowment 

of Rs.20 lakhs deposited with various banks, arjd therefore, 

to rcqufire the petitioners' schools to create the endow^-cnt 

of large amounts for granting recognition would infringe upon 

their right to establish institutions of their choice. i;S to 

Rule 9 (2 ) (c ) ( i i )  requiring provision for working capital to 

be available for disbursement of salary to the staff on the 

due date, in event of any delay in the sanction of grant

by the Education Departnent, the ; etitioners' schools have 

been directed by *he Government not/^o levy fees and thu' 

Government have Promised to pay the entire salary available for 

d isburseiioent to the te-^chers employed by the private agency.

It is stated, therefore, that the Government having taken the 

responsibility and liability to pay the entire salary of the 

members of the staff of 1he schools, it is not open to the 

State Government to prescribe a sum equivalent to, a m.onth's 

salary to be deposited as a working capital. This, according 

to the petitioners, also is violative of the fund'^mental 

right under /rticle 30(1). .iS for Rule 9 (2 ) ( f ) ,  the 

petitioners say that the Diocese, as the Educational agency, 

has a right to determ.ine its own policy of admission ^nd if 

desired necessary, to make provisions for ’.vhat the Diocese may 

consider as socially and educationally? bacbward cl.^sses, 

and th?refore, the classif i cat î n̂ and criteria of Governrrient

c ;XI tl.........



cannot "bG insisted upon to "be follovved by the petitioners’ 

schools. The point PiPainst the invalidity of Rule 9 (2 ) (f )  

if supported by the further stater^ent th^t though sections of 

the Christians who oririnally belonged to the so-ca;3.1ed 

Scheduled castes are not treated as Scheduled c-stes by the 

authorities, it is open to the. Diocese to give thcin preference 

in the niattcr of aduiission in their educational inst itiit ions, 

and th ='t therefore, if the schools of the petitioners are 

to abide b y the instructions of the Departirent in this regard, 

it woulj-d not be in the interest of the institutions under 

the management of the petitioners and the objects for which 

they were founded and are being ndninistered. Section 8 

which requires perrpission for any change in the Constitution 

of the School agency is attacked on the ground th at the , 

schools under the ’nanagement of the Diocese are nanpged 

through their own Cornmittees, and if to bring about any change 

in th e c onstitut ion of the agency, the competent authority's 

approval is necessary, it would interfere with the right of the 

nanpgeiTient of the Diocese of the school under its management 
♦

to change its time honoured and vvell tried Constitution. .

In attf’cking/^ections 22 to 26, it is stated th?t these sections 

also pertain to matters of administration which are integral 

part of the right of management guaranteed to the minority 

agency. The Diocese mentions that it has a single set of 

rules for all the schools, including rules of conduct, rules 

of seniority, rules for transfer and rules for disciplinary 

action agpinet teachers with right to appeal etc. which has



been in use for lonc  ̂ time. As reg^’rda Section 33(2), the 

petitioners aver that the properties ?̂ re coninon to the Diocese, 

and the Section encroaches upon the rirht to property of a 

minority c a-TTi.unity engaged in education, ^ilso \fi/ith reference 

to Section 33(2) the petitioners say th ?̂t the minority agency 

has a right to deposit its money in any form, arjf̂  it is not 

open to the State to direct that the money should be invested 

only in particular banks. The provision in Chapter VIII in 

so far as they relate to appeals and revision are also 

objected to as offenr'ing the fundamental right under jjrt.30( 1 ). 

The validity of Section 56(f) is objected to on the ground th^t 

it is inhei’eiit in the fundame rt al right that the m,inority can 

choose its pupils without interference frô n anyone.

The petitioners want Rules 9 (2 ) (c ) ( i ) ,  9 ( 2 ) (c ) ( i i ) ,

9 (2 )(f )  and (j ) ,  10 to I 4 , I 5 ( 0 ( l i ) ,  16(3), 17, 18 and 

22 along with the related forms prescribed should be Tr-.̂ ĉe 

inapplicable to m_inority institutions, /is for section 

3l(1)(a) restricting alien =;tion of property of private schools, 

anri So^-tiuu rcrjijiring prior approval for receiving any 

amount from anyone for the schools, Section 33 which provides 

for moneys of the schools to be deposited in a particular 

bank, Sections 4I to 45 relating to appeals and revisions, 

Section 56 which provides for the rule miaking power.

Section 56 (2 )(|)  enabling the Governm.ent to prescribe the 

purpose for which the premises of 1he minority schools could 

be used, and Section 56(2)(1) enabling the Government to 

prescribe conditions far receiving onations or contributions



by the minority Gchools fro"^ the public, the rules relating 

to endowment, deposit of workin /̂6 ?>pit̂ >l, and rules 

relying  to fdinissions in the private schools, Rule 10 

authorising withdrawal of recognition for non-coppliance 

with the statutory provisions, Rule 11(1) providing for 

consequential suspension of payment of grant, Rules 12, 13 

and 14 relating to School Goi^i-nittees, ^ule I5 (2 ) ( i )  

requiring the School ageiwy to enter into an agreement in 

the prescribed foriri. Rules 15(3) and 15(4) relating to 

appointment of teachers and basis of proiriotion, Rule 16(3) 

relating to School Conrriittgcs and Rule 17(1) stealing v/ith 

the prior approval of the competent authority. Rule 17(3) 

niaicing the grant payable to the pri^nte schools 

dependent upon the correctmess of the suspension of teachers 

as cay be determined by the canpetent authority, and 

non-payrient of gran t to the substitute teachers, Rule 18 

relating to punishment of the enplojrees and appeal by them 

to the competent authority, and Rules 22 and 24 imposing 

restriction on transfer of properties of the denominations
P

and requiring the permission of the caipetent anther itĵ  for 

the same, are all attacked ^s being in infringement of the 

petitioners' fundamental right under /srticle 30( 1 ).

The State refutes all the allegations of the 

petitioners in these writ petitions and say that the 

impugned provisions of the jC+ and the rules are all valid.



Under /;rticle 30(1), nil nlnorities, whether b"secl 

on relif^lon or language, shell h ?ve the right to estphlish 

and adiri inis ter edunptional institutions of their choice. The 

right guaranteed under this ijrticle is a fundanental right 

available to religious or linguistic T: inor it ie.s . This 

right is among the group of’ rights relating to freedom of 

religion, freedom to rran?̂ ge religious affairs, freedon as to 

attendance at religious instructions or religious worship 

in certain educat r.'na 1 institut ions, cultural and educ''tional 

rights. article 2 5 ( 1 ) ensures that ^11 persons are equally 

entitled to freedoir of conscience and the right freely to 

profess, practise and oropagate religion; but this right 

is subject to public order, rnorality and health, an'" to the 

other provisions of lart III  of the 0 onsti tu tion . Though 

the right under <;''rticle 25( 1 ) is of a large amplitude, it is, 

however, not absolute. The right is subject to public 

order, morplity and health and the other provisions of the 

part clause ( 2 ) of the '̂-rticle further abridges the scope of 

tbe right. iigain, the freed or to manage religious pff-irs 

given by .Artio’le 26 to religious denoninption or anya3g->tion 

thereof is not absolute eilher, because it is subject to 

public order, rnor?>lity and health again. '3ut, the right 

under each of Articles 28 to 30 is not subjected to any 

limitation or restriction. The right guaranteed in /Irticle 

30(1 ) is in absolute terms, and, no abridgement of the 

substance of the right is, therefore, permissible. Unlike

contd. . . .



the freedom under iirticle 1 9 , the right under .'article 3 0 ( 1 ) 

cannot even be subjected to reesonable restriction in public 

interest. So, the right ox a religious or linguistic ciinority 

to rnake its own choice of educ =’ tion-' l̂ institutions, establish 

and administer the sane, is of the widest amplitude, and Ls 

untrammelled. The test being what is good or is in the 

interest of the religious or linguistic minority, no other 

criterion like reasonableness or public interest can avail to 

abridge its scope and effect, for, otherwise the right will 

lose its purpose. The rii^ht is in fcvo parts, (1) the right 

to establish; and (2) the right to administer. The right 

to est'-'blish an educational institution is secured to all 

religious or linguistic minorities, which include not merely 

religious or linguistic minority communities, but also 

individuals belonging to either of them.. 1\ person belonging 

to a religious or a linguistic minority is given, as in the case 

of the religious or linguistic miinority c omiinun ity, unbridled 

and absolute right to establish any institution of his choice, 

which means that any restriction which y;111 have the effect of 

abridging that ri ht will be unconstitutional. Likewise, the 

right to administer is free from any limiitation, so that a 

religious or linguistic m.inorit,'/^omm.unity or an inditidual 

belonging to either, has the whole field of administration of 

the institution open, uninhibited by any interference, ii 

religious or linguistic minority, including an individual 

belonging to it, has unfettered right to found any



educational institution of its or his choice, and 

administer it according to its or his wish and 

discre tion. But, as adrniuistration does not iriean 

maladrninistrat ion, any regulatiorj v/hich v/ill engender 

proper ad r.inistrat ion he perrniss itle. So also will

te perrniss ible any regulation, procedural in character, 

which is designed to further the objects of the right and 

which does not in fact and substance, eat into the vitals 

of thr right. 'Yhile regulation of the right, therefore, 

is not open to objection, any restriction in the sense th at 

it has the effect of abridging the right or naking inroad?^ 

into its substance, call it regulation or restriction, is 

unconstitutional. That, in our opinion, is the ambit and 

effect of the right under .'rticle 30(1), and as laid down 

in the Suprene Court cases frorrj Keralp Zduc-tion 3111 (1) 

to St .Xaviers College - vs - State of Gujarat (2 ) . While 

there is this uniformity of opinion Including in the 

recent decision of the Supreme Court in The Gandhi Faizean 

College, Saharanpur - vs - University of ;;gra (3) as to 

the scope and effect of .;rticle 30(1) as expounded in the 

different cases, the problem in each case has presented 

seemingly differing approaches, or'points of view or 

yardstick in testing the validity of an allegedly offend­

ing statutory provision or rule, nr regulation or

n )  1959 S .C .R . 995
( 2 ) .l .R . 1974 Supreme Court 1389
(3) Civil i.ppeal !To . 1611 of 1969



administrative order vis-a-vis the iinpact of it on the 

fundamental rifht . But we should think that throughout 

the various decisions of the Supreme Court, as we see 

them., the absolute character of the ri^?ht has always '

heen kept in'view, and any erosion on its substance 

has not been permitted. Most of the earlier decisions 

01 the Supreme Court were reviewed by a larger Bench of the 

samie Court in St .Xavier College -vs- State of Gujarat(2).

'Te shall now take up Chapter lY relating to 

Constitution of School Committee and its functions which 

cover the field of management of the school, and discipline 

of the staff therein and pupils. Both are undoubtedly 

part of the right to adrdnister a minority institution.

The chapter consists of Sections 15 to 18. YiiO have already 

set out earlier their substance . The effect of these 

provisions is this: The 'Pducptional .'agency, which means

with reference to a minority school, a person who, or body 

of persons which, has established and is administering 

such a school is to be- replaced by a Sf^hool Committee 

which shall include the Headmaster and the senior miost 

teachers emplo.yed in the school. The Eeadm.aster shall 

be Ex-Officio nemiber. Two seniorm.ost teachers, ii the 

strength of the teachers in the school is less than twenty, 

and three seniormost teachers, if the strength of teachers

(2) 1974 Supreme Court 1389 - ■

contd. . . .



is twenty and more, shall te iJOiTjinated "by the Educ'^tional 
iifency as merrtoers of the Corn^.ittee, as it does its other

nominees on the Committee. The Educational Agency has 

also been left free to appoint the I’resident and Secretary 

out of its representatives. But, if the Education 

agency desires to change the I’resident, or the Secret^’ry, 

it can do so only with thr prior approval of the 

District Educational Officer, the competent authority 

in this respect. Rules 12 and I 3 which provide form 

pO'Ai'er to carry on the general administration of the private 

sch'Tol, to appoint te^^chers and other employees, fix 

their p?y and allowances and define their duties and ccndi- 

t ions of service and to take disciplinary action against 

teachers and other employees of the school. On the top 

of this, the Educational ilgency shall, "by law, “be "bound by 

anything done by the School Com.mittee in the discharge of 

its functions, and to crown it all, any decision of the 

committee within its jurisdiction shall be deemed to be 

the decision or action taken by the Educat iDnal /.gency .

This, in our opinion, is a total invasion of the fundamental 

right of the Educational /'gency of a minority school to 

administer it . The general administration, appointm,ent 

of teachers and other em.ployees, fixation of p a y  and allowarices 

and defining the duties of the enployees and the conditions 

of their service and the power to take disciplinary action 

against teachers and other employees of the school without 

any doubt whatsoever, belonged to the sphere of



adiriinistration and the right to. adrinister the school, "'/hen 

these matters are taken away froTr̂  the purviev/ of the Educa­

tional ijgency, it cannot, in our opinion, he denied thpt to that 

extent the provisions in Chapter 17 and the related rules 

deprive the founders of a minority school of their rifht 

to adninister the school, and the x’°sition is m-'̂ de worse 

when the Educational ..goncy is directed to he hbund hy 

anything done hy the School Conr;ittee in the disch'^rge 

of its functions when in fact any action or decision of 

the school conmittee within its jurisdiction shall he 

deened to be the decision or action taken hy the Educational 

iigency. In our opinion, Sections 15 to 18 and Rules 12 

to 14 which have such effect of depriving the founder of 

the rninority school of its or his right to adninister the • 

school are in flagrant violation of /jrticle 30(1) .  This 

Tiew receives support frc^i State of Ker-̂ la -vs- Mother 

Irovincial (4)« There the Kerala University let,  1969 

provided for Constitution of a Governing Body for a group 

of private Coll ges, and a Managing Council for a College, 

which are all minority institutions to be set up by the 

Educational •Agency, by which is meant the founder. The 

Governing Body should consist of eleven nenbers, who are 

the Irinc Ipal of the priV''=tc college, the n-'^nager of the 

private college, a person nor^inated by the University, a 

person noninated by the Governrient, a person elected in

(4) ii.I.R. 1970 Supreine Court 2079*



1975^ i 6-4-1 D75 in No.2730/75» ^pted 25- '̂-i975 in

W .P.No,294-1 of 1975; dated 2D-3-1976 in I/, p. No.3029 of 1 9 7 5 ; 

dptca 2-5-1975 in ''.P. ?;o.3l35 of 1975” d^ted S-5-1975 in 

"-.P.No.3221 of 1975' dated 8-5-1975 in P. No. 3351 of 1975“ 

dated 20-5-1975 in W.P. No.3513 of 1975? dated 29-5-1975 in 

W.P. N0.375S of 1975^ dated 5-S-1975 in V\P. No.5072 of 1975; 

dated 24-3-1975 in V.P. No.2075 of 1075’ dated 21-2-1975 in

If.Ps. Nos. 768 to 770 of 1975, dated 26-2-1975 inVJ.p. No,

897 of 1975” dated 28-2-1975 in ’■/. P. No. 1076 of 1975 a^d 

dat'^d 12-3-1975 in W.Ps. 1640 and 1641 of 1975 respectivsl” 

and iiade therein and the counter affida.vlts filed vjith Ps, 

4478 of 1974 ; 294 of 19 75 and 226 of 1975 and the reiev.ant

records on the files of the respondents in all petitions 

and comprised in the return of the respondents in all the 

petitions to the writs uade by the High Court and upon 

hearing the argua^nts of Hr. M. T. Hart in, advocate for the 

potitionr^rs in W.P, No,4478 of 1974 of Hr. V, K, 

Thiruvenlcatachfiri for li/s. Drvadasar and Sagar, H. Raghavaji 

and G. HuthuKrishnaJis advocates for the petitioner in VJ,P.

No. 294 of 1975; of I I/s. S. ChellaSvjaiiyj '-I, Arunagir inathan 

and D. Poppyj advocates for the petitioner in W.Ps. No-g.

1364j 1365 and 1750 of 1975; of Hr. T, Govindarajalu 

advocate for the petitioner in W.?. No.226 of 1975“ of 

Hr, R. J anaKiranianj advocate for the petitioner in I/, P. No.

510 of 1975; of H/s. E .S , Govindan and ARbar Ali Dhale, 

advocate for the petitioner in VJ.P. No. 603 of 1975., of 

iJr,R. NadaiXiasabapathyj advoca.te for the petitioner in ’/.P.

No.683 of 1975; of Hr. K. Sarvabhaur.ian and S, Gopalaratnsuii,

? ,T ,0 ,



aclvccatr-s for tlif: petitioner in P.No. 934 of 1975? of

Hr.R. ICrisiiRaiioorthy actvocot? for the petitioner In IJ. P,

No.953 of 1975^ of M/s. G. Narayanan and K. Gopo.1,

advocates for the petitioner in U.F,No,:i062 of 1975;; of

iir. S. Balasubraiianian, pdvocato for the petitioner in

11,P., No, 1081 of 19763 of Hr, R. Janaisiraiiajn advocate for

the petitioner in U. P. No,1209 of 1975' of Kr. P.M.

Junirialihan, S,A. Kareeni and li. Aaanullah;, advocates for

petitioner inlf.P, No, 1311/1975 of Mr, S, CheileLSi^axiyj

advocate for the petitioner in l^P, No,1361 of 1975;; of

l'ir,G,K. Solvara.lan advocate for the petitioner in ’ \P,No,

1738 of 1975 ; of ll/s. 3, Rarias\Ja;.il and P. Rathinadarai,

advocates for the petitionpr in i'.P, No, 1908 of 1975“ of

M/s, G, NarayeJian and II. Gopal advocates for petitioner in

'■̂ P. No, 1989 of 1975 of I-ir. J. Saij.u'-ls advocate for

petitioner in W,P, No,2119 of 1975" of i'l/s, D.L-' .sh, n’.n.-rnyana:

Reddi A,C. ilunaswani Reddy and G. I-Tathirvelu, advocates for

petitioner in V.Ps, 2670 of 1975 to 26G0 of 1975'> of

i'Ir,N, M. Hanivarna., advocate for the pptltioner ini", P,-o

2780 of 1975; of I'ir.R,ICrishnainoorthyo D, Ra,1u and A.R.

Lakshraanan, advocates for the petitioner in P.No.2944 cf

■ 1975"; of i'lr, N. Vanchinathan, advocate for the potition-^rs

in 17, P. No, 3629/75? of Mr, A. C,Hunus” aini Reddi, advoce"' for 

the p-titioner in v/.? .No.3135 of 1975 of Mr. j.LaicshLiinara^ena Reddy, 
Advocate for the petitioner in IJ, P,No.3221 of 19 75° of H/s. K. Raiiaswaai

and L.K. San’r̂ aranj advocates for the petitioners in v; ?.N

3351 of 1975^ of Mr, Sail V, Ghelliah advocate for th^

p-^titioner in P, No,3513 of 1975;; of Mr, Sam V, Ghelliaiis



advocate for tho petitioner in ';,P. No.3756 of j ' 75 of

iiro 3o Lalcshiiinarayana Reddy, acvocate for the petitioner

_ in l^P ,  N .C'-'f /Vr of Hro S.ii. Abdul Wahab, advocate for
^he petitioner in ’J.P. No.2075 of 1G75 of lir.C. Krishnan, advocate for 

the peT.itionor in I'J. Ps, Kos,7G8 to 770 of 1975 of IL\0,'J,

Balasvjai'iy advocate for th-̂  petitioner in W. P. No,897 of

1975 and of Hr, K, Sv.iaXiidoral advocate for petitioner in 

vj.P. 1076/75 and of M/s, N,R. Chendraria Jyothi 3ala.sundaraii, 

advocates for petitioner in V;. P, Fos.1640 and 1641 of 10 75 

and of the Advocate-Gen ral assisted by I'ir.S, Ranaiingajnj 

Assistant Governnmt Pleader and of tho Governu.'’nt Pl-ader 

on behalf of the respondents in all the petitions and 

hnvinp stood over for consideration till this day, the 

court Liade the following ORDEK;

THE HON'BLE„TI:IS.,CH E F  JUSTICE.

A number of private schools^ including Liinority 

schoolsj by these petitionsj inpugn the validity of nost 

of the provisions of the Tauil Nadu Recognisod Private 

Schools (Regulation) Act., 1C73 as invading and violative of 

their fundamental right under Article 30 ( l ) of the 

Constitution, In viei! of the pr'i'Vaillng Proclauation of 

Energencyj attsc't on theo based on Articles 14, 19 and 31 

has not been pursued, though not given up. The Act 

regulates orivate schoolsj in respect of establishment a.nd 

■aenageri^nt of orivate schools, their recognition, their 

withdrawal and effect, payment of grant, constitution of 

School Committee, its membership, meetings and functions, 

terms ajid conditions of service, qualification of teachers 

and oth^r euiployees, their appointment, discipline, appeals,

TD T' r'



revlslonsj resi:3"iction on alienation, control as to clo.sur: , 

control of school in certain otlior matters, inspection or 

inoLiiry and furnishing of returns.^ sotting U:,’ of Tribiinals 

r?nci ponaltiPSo "Private School" ni' âns a prn-pri '̂iary., 

priQfiryj Liicldle or hi;3h school or any oth?r institution 

iaparting education or trainlrgr, established and 

adainist^rpG or laaintaln-^u by any person or body of persons, 

and reco-inised by the conpetont -'Uthorlty under the Act,

But3 certain types of schools liiie those imparting technica,! 

or professional education^ or ':stablished and adainist'^r-'d 

or maintained by the Central Government or the Stat-̂ ' 

Government or any local authorityj maintained or approved by, 

or affiliated to, any University established by lev;, and 

those ,;iving providing or Imparting religious instruction 

alonoj do not come under this. A minority school is a, 

private school established and administereds or administered., 

by any such niinv..rity whether based on religion or language 

as has the right to do so under clause (1) of i-irticlo 30 of 

the Constitution, A competent authority, for the purpose 

of the Act iSa any authority, officer or person authorised 

by the Government, by notification, to perform the functions 

of the competent authority under its provisions for such 

area or in relation to such class of private schools, as ina-y 

be specified in the notii icationo Two other ejrpressions 

which pervade the Act and vihich vje have to deal ’lith â re, 

''educational agency" and "school committee" c the first of 

vihich in relation to any minority school, means any person 

vjho, or body of persons vjhich, has established and is



administering or proposes to establish oiid aclciinister such 

uiinority school^ ,3nd (2 ) pny othnr private school, meaiis 

any person or body of persons pernittcd or doeraed to be 

permitt^-d under the Act to estabi-ish and maintf.>,in such other 

private school. "School coonittee'' in relation to a private 

school moans the school conmittce constituted under Section

In Gha.pter II v\!hich dcels with establishment, permission 

for establishment and nianagcnient of private schools, 

Gov̂ '-rnnient ha;s talc^n power by Section 33 to re^u'L;:te the 

different stages of education and courses of instruction in 

private schools. Except as otherwise provided, no private 

school can be established, as stated by Section 4j without 

the permission of the competent authority, and except in 

accordanco viith the toms end conditions specified in such 

permission. Sections 5 and 6 provide for application to the 

competent authority for permission, form of the application 

and conditions for grant of permission. Existing private 

schools, within si}[ months from the date of commencement of 

the Actj should send to the competent authority a statement 

crntainin^ the particulars required by prescription, and on 

receipt of the statement, permission shall be deemed to have 

been granted to such schools. Section 8 (1 ) (a) renuires 

approval- of the competent authority for any chan:,e in the 

constitution 01 the educational agency. Tr.ansfer of 

management of any private school can only be made with the 

prior approval of the competent authority therefor. Any 

minority wh-^ther based on religion or language may establish 

and administer any private school without permission. But,



a minority school shouid srnd t\ statonont to tlio coirip-̂ tent 

authority, containing the particulars sp?cifiod in Ssction 

10, in Form V. The next chaptcr concerns with recoa’nition 

of priva.te schools. Not only a private school, tho 

establishment of vjhich hr.s been pGruiittedj or ir> deemed to 

have been permitted 5 but also any minority school, by 

section 11 (l) (b ), has to apply for an.d obtain recognition 

from tho competent authority, \;ho on sa.tisfaction that 

proper arrangements have been made for tho maintonance of 

academic standards in the school, the provisions of the 

Act are complied with and tho proscribed conditions have 

been satisfied, may grant it. Section 12 empovjers the 

competent authority to idthdravj perrianently or for a 

specified period, the recognition of any privrte school on 

certain grounds as that it does not comply viith any of tho 

provisions of the A.ot or rules made, that it defaults to 

disburse pay and alloviances due to any teacher or other 

person employed in such school, in accordance with the 

provisions of tho Act or the rul'-'s made thereunder, or that 

it contravenes or fails to comply with any such condition 

as may be proscribed. Of course, the competent authority, 

before withdrawing the recognition, shall give the 

ed.ucational agency an opportunity of making its 

representation. The effect of withdrawal of recognition is, 

that the related school shall not be entitled to receive 

any grant, or other financial assistance from Government, 

or prepare, train or guide pupils for appearing at any 

e::̂  ami nation conducted by, or under the authority of, the
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Goverrunont. Payniont of Governnent grants or vjithholdinr' o::

the same for certain reasons9 is governed by Section 14„

Chapter IV ijhlch is sub.i'ected to the heaviest attacLi, deals

with establishment of School Committee3 its constitLibion and

functions. The Chapter contains Sections 15 to 189 none of

vjhich is spared from attaclr on ground of invalidity. 3y .

Section 15, every private school sliall have a duly constituted

school comniittGe xjhich shall include the headmaster of the

private school and thr̂  seniormci teachers employed in the

private school. The number of representatives of the

teachrrs on the conaittes shall be such as may be prescribed.

Different number of representatives may be prescribed for

different classes of private schools. Rule 12 while stating

that the educational agency of every private school shall

conotitute a school committee, provides that the term of

office of the Committee shall be three years, and the

Members of the Committee shall be eligible for nenomination.

It also provides that the School Committee shall consist of

Representatives of the educational agency \tiho shall be

nominated by such educational a'ency, provided that the

employ'^es of the school shall not be nominated under this

category. The Headmaster of the school shall be an

Ex-Officio Member. T\iJo seniornost teachers of the school,

if the strength of teachers in such schools is less than

twenty, and three seniormost teachers, if  the strength of
shal»l

teachers in such S'Chool i s -twenty and a b o v e , a.lso be 

Members of the School Conunittee.



Further provision in the Rule is that the number of

representatives of the teach^^rs shall not bo reduced on

account of any decrease in the strength of teachers during

the three years term of the Cornnittoe. The Rule requires

that the educational a'~.^ncy shall increase the representatioi

for the teachers on the said scale if the strength of the

teachers is increa^sed.j and the teacher so nominated sh:alj. bn ^

a menibnr of the Committee for tho residual p'-̂ riod of the

tenure of the C omit tee and shall be eligible for renomi nation;.

When a vacancy of teachers' representatives in the Coinrntteo

arises^ the next senioruiost teacher shall be nominated to the

Coraraittee; but, there shall be no change in the membership of

the teachers’ representative during the tenure of the

Comi'nittoe on account of the appointment of another senior

teacher. For the jurposes of the rule, the seniority shall

be determined \\iith reference to the total service rendered by

the teacher in any recognised school or schools. The

educational agency shall nominate one of its representatives

in the Comraittee as the President. If the educationa-l agency

intends to change the President vjithin the period of three

years5 it shall do so only with the prior approval of the

District Educational Officer, Section 16 requires that every:

school Committe'^ shall have a. SGcretaxy who shall exercise

such povjers and perform such functions as may be prescrioed.

This section also says that ev-̂ r̂y person holding office as

Presidents Secretary Manager or Correspondent of a private

school, or exercising the powers of Seer 'tary under the Act

P.T.O,



on tlio date of couiiiienceQent of the Act shall be cleomed to be

a Secretary under the Act. Rule 13 prescribes that the

Educational asoncy shall nor.inate one of its represcntatIvcs

as th^ Secretary of the School CoLmiittee. It shall bo open

to the Educational afi'^ncy to noiiiinate the Headmaster as the

Secretaryo The tern of office of the Secretary shall

ordinarily be three years,, and. on the expiry of the terri; ho

shall be elil'Uble for renominnt ion. If the ’T-du.cational

a[:"^ncy intends to chenf-e the Secretary vJithin the period of

three y^^ars, it shall do so only with the prior approval of

the Distri^^: EduCcetional Officer. The Secretory of the

School Committee shall function for^ and. on behalf of the

School Comnitt•':'e ajid the Educational a.,ency5 and shall act on

the basis of the resolutions passed at the meetings of the

School Comnittee. The Secretary5 shall not3 hovjevrrj

interfere in the internal administration of the School, lil'..'

admissions examinations, promotion of pupils and other

a,cademic matters which shall be the exclusive responsibility

of the Headmaster, The Secretary is the person responsible

for the correct mrdntenancp of accounts and proper

administration of school funds. Section 17 directs that the

School Gomnittee shall meet at such times and places and shall,

subn'^ct to the provisions of sub-sections (2 ) and (3)._, observe

such rul'^s of procedure in r^^’ard to transa.ction of business

at its me^^tin'-s, including’ the quorum at meetings, a.s may be

prescribed. But5 it is n<-'cessary that the School Committee

mo'^ts at least once in every three months. The President of

P. T. 0 ,



the School Comnltteej or in his absence3 any raembf’r chos' '̂n 

by tho ueiiibers present, shall preside at a meeting of the 

School Committee. All qû-’stions at any meeting of the 

School Committee shall be decided, by a. ma.lority of tĥ "̂  votes 

of the members present, and voting, and in the case of an 

equality of votos^ the President or, in his absence.j the 

member presiding, shall have and exercise a S'^cond or casting 

vote, ?iule 34 corresponding to Section 37, provides for the 

procedure for convening of the meeting by the Secretary v;ith 

the approval of the President, and as to notice for convening 

the meeting, quorum and maintenance of minutes. The gravf^st 

offr’nder, according to the petitioners, is Section 38, which 

deals with the functions of the School Cpmmittee ajnd 

responsibility of the Educational agency under the Act, vjl-i- 

is reproduced;

"18, (1) Sub.i'ect to the provisions of this Act and

the rule, made thereunder, the Schoo"!.

Committee shall have the following
I '

functions, namely;—

(a) to carry on thr general administration 

01 thp private school, excluding the 

properties and funds of the private 

school“

(b) to appoint teachers and other employeei^ 

of the private school, fix their pay 

and allowances and define their duties 

and the conditions of their service” 

and
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(c) to oaRe disciplinary notion against teach..rs 

and othor enployees of the private school,

(2) The educational aEsncy shall be bound by anything 

done by the School Goianittee in the discharge of 

the functions of that Coninitteo under this Act.

(3) For the purposes of this Act, any decision or

action taken by the school cor-imittee in respect of 

any natter over which the school coraiitteo has 

jurisdiction shall be deemed to be the decision or

action talien by the educational agency,"

It may be se^n that the general administration of the

private school, excluding the properties and funds of the

school^ pooler to appoint teachers and other employees fijcinr

their pay and allovjancesj defining their duties and

prescribing their conditions of servicoj and poiv'er tc tcel'-.’

disciplinary action against teachers aixl oth'r employees of

the school5 are all vested in the School Committee. ’Jhr:v: i ’

more, the Educational agency shall be bound by anything done

by the School Committen in the discharge of the functions of

the Committee. Further., for the purposes of the Act, any

decision or action tatien by the School Committee in respect

of any matter over uhich the School Comiittee has .lurisdiction,

shall be deemed to be the decision ofj or action taKen by3 the

Educational agency. Sections 19 to 21 in Chapter V relate to

quaJ-ificationsj conditions of service etc., of teachers and

other persons employed in private schools, their appointment

and about their being governed by a Code of Conduct.

Sub-section (2) of Section 21 gives the pô )̂er to the School

Committee to define th-̂  standards of conduct to be observed by

P.T.O,



the tcachors anti other employees in a. private schoolj such '

standards not being inconsistent vjith the provisions of the

Act and the rules ua^e th^'reunder. Rale 35 prescribed the

nuiiber of t'^achers and other persons to be employed in a

private school, agreement and Form of agreement v’hich the

privatp school,

and shall enter into iiith the teacher or other person

in Forms VII-A or VII-3 if  thn appointment is for a p(-riod

exceeding three months, and as to hovj vacancy should be

filled up and promotions to be made, and maintenance of

service rr^gister. The teachers and other persons employed

in a privete school shall be governed by a Code of Conduct

as specified in Annexure II to the Rules, Any violation of

the Code \n)111 entail disciplinary action and punishment whl-;..

may include dismissal or removal or termination of s-^rvic^ r.,;

reduction in rank. Dismissals removal or reduction in rai'!':

or suspension of teachers- or other persons employed in a

private school are regulated by Section 22 and Rule 17.

Sub-section (1) of Section 22 says that subject to any rule

that may be made in this behalf5 no teachor or other person

employed in aJiy private school shall be dismissed, removed,

or reduced in rank nor shall his appointment be otherwise

terminated except with the prior approval of the competent

authority. Where the proposal to dismiss, remove or reduce

in ranlr or othervjise terminate the appointm.ent of any

teacher or oth^r person employed in any private school is

communicated to the competent authority, that authority shall

P .T .C .



if it is satisfied that tlr're are adequate and reasonable 

grounds for such proposalj approve such dismissal, roiuoval, 

reduction in ranlc or termination of appointuient. No t'^acher 

or other person employed in any private school, as stated by  ̂

Section 22 (3) shall be placed under suspension, except vjhen 

an inquiry into the gross mis-conduct, within the meaning of 

the Code of Conduct prescribed under sub-section ( l ) of

Section 21j of such teacher or other person is contemplated.

Also, no such suspension shall r'^r.ain in force for more than

a period of two months from the date of suspension^ but in

the avent of the incuiry not being completed within the period^ 

such teacher or oth  ̂r person shall be. deevac<i to have been 

restored as teacher or other employees. But, povjer is giver 

to the coEipetent ai.ithority to extend the time for compl'-̂ tin ' 

the inquiry. An appeal and a second appeal are provided for 

a;';ainst orders of dismissal, removal or reduction in ranK or 

termination of appointment, and there are special provisions 

rer-ard.ing appeals in certain past disciplinary cases.

Section 26 is to the effect that where any ratrencha nt of any 

teacher or other person employed in any private school is 

rendered necessary consecuent on any order of the Government 

relating to education or course of instructions or to any other 

matt':=r. It shall be competent for the Government or the school 

committe-̂  of any private school to appoint such teacher or 

oth'-r person in any school or institution maintained by the 

Government or in such private school^ as the case may be. 

Section 27 requires that tlie pay and alloviances of any teacher 

or other person enploypd shall be paid on or before the date



Eipntioned. Section 28 gives Chapter IV overriding effect« 

Chapter VI deals with control of private schoolc, in regard 

to closure of such schools, requirement on Educational agency 

to send list of prop'^rties. Fees and other charges^ 

utilisation of funds and property of private schools, talcing 

over management of private schools, relinquishment of control 

of property and not tat:ing over of minority schools. In this 

Chapter Section 33 says that: notwithstanding anything 

contained in any other la,w for the time being in force or in 

any deed^ document or instruEient having affect by virtue of 

such other law, no property of a private school shall, except 

with the previous permission in writing of the competent 

authority, be transferred by way of sale, exchange, mortgage,  ̂

charge, pledge, lease, gift or any other manner whatso'^ver.

If any such property is transferred without permission, the 

transfer shall be null and void. The competent authority 

can give permission if the transfer is made in furtherance of 

the purposes of the private school, or of similar purposes 

approved by the competent authority aJxT the assets resulting 

from the transfer are to be wholly utilised in furtherance of 

the said purposes. The competent authority vjhile granting 

permission, vjill be within its power to impose such conditions] 

as it deems fit to ensure that such assets are wholly utilised] 

in furtherance of the purposes. But, a contravention of any 

such condition shall not invalidate such transfer. Perm.issionj 

shall not be refused unless the applicant has been given an 

opportunity of maRing his representaJ;ions. Chapter VII 

concerns itself with Accounts, Audit, Inspection and Return.



S'^ction 3S says that the conipetent authority shall have the

ri:;ht to cause an inspection ofg or inquiry in respect of,

any private school, its buildings, laboratori-'s, libraries,

■'/jorlishops and equiprjient, find also of the exarainations,

teaching and other vjoric conducted or done by the private

school^ to be made by such person or persons as it oa,y direct

and to Cause an inquiry to bo made in respect of any other

matter connected vjith the private school, and the Educational

agency shall be entitled to be represented thereat. Th'’ vievjs

of the Competent authority shall be communicated to the

Educational agency with reference to the results of such

insp-'Ction or inquiry, and the Authority after ascertaining

the opinion of the Educational agency may advise the

Educational agency upon the action to be talien. The

rducational agency shall report to such authority th- a.ctlc

taKen upon the results of such inspection or inquiry* Any

direction which may issue from the Compr^tent authority shal'-

be complied v.'lth by the 3ducational agency. Section 40

requires furnishing of returns by the Educational agency

vjithln the prescrioed time. There are then the general

provisions under Cha.pter VIII as to appoaJs, and revisions

against the orders of the competent authority^, constitution

of Tribunals, time for appeal, powers of aa.poellate authority,

deposit with the Tribunal of pay and alloi^Jances of teachers

and other persons eraployr̂ d in private schools in certain

caaes. The penultimate Chapter provides for penalties ajnd

procedure. If any person, when required, by of under the

Act or any ruie made under it to furnish any information,

P.T.C.



omits to do so, or furnishes Infori^- .̂tion vjliich he imo\;s, or 

has reasonable cause to believej to be false, or not true, 

in ar.y mntcrial pcjrticiilrT, he shall bo punishable with ' 

fine which iiiay extend to one hundred rupees. The l a s -  

Cha.pter contains EiiscellanGOUs provisions as to delag.-'tion 

of powers of Government indemnity and publication of rules.

The provisions of the Act ajxl the relevant rules mad'

thereunder have bepn ŝ t̂ out in detail not only for a„

convenient reference^ but also to avoid repat ition whila

d-aXing with sprcific argumf nt rr^latod to each of the

provisions. Sections 8 (1)3  l l ( l ) (b ) ,  12, 15 to IS, 21 to 2'z^

3 1 3 39, 40 and -12 to 46 are, according to the patitionrrs,

viola.tivo of Article 30(1) of the Constitution and arc

Invalid in so far as they relate to minority schools, aixl in

certain respects other private schools as well. We shall dca.l

with tha argument of the petitioners under the headings of

Managcmentj Discipline, Recognition, Restriction on all; nation.

Inspection and Returns, Appeals ;ond Penalties, But, br.foro

doing so, we shall briefly narrate the facts in one or two of

the petitions as illustrative and then consider the scope and

effect of Article 30(1) of the Constitution in its application

to these cases.

The Society of the Brothers of the Sacred Heart of

Jesus, Palayajnicottai, Tirumlvcli district, is the first of tao|

petitioners In 17,P.No,4478 of 1974. The General Manager of th:

Society, one Rev. Brother A. Thomas, figures as the second

petitioner. He has sworn to th'^ affidavit in support of the

p''tition. He is himself an Indian citizen professing Roman

Catholic Faith and belongs to a religious ainority. Tlie

P.T.O.



The Socicty of the Brothers of the Sacred Horrt

of Jr siis, Pal-yemKottaij Tirunelvell District j is th^ first

of the petitioners in W. P. No.4478 of 1974. The Genorp.l

Iianoî ;9r of the Socie ty, one Rev. 3roth''r A, Thomas, fir-ures

a,3 th-'' second petitioner. Ho has sworn to the affidavit in

support of the p'^tition. Ho ig hlmsGif on Indian citizen

professing Roman Catholic Fadth ajxl belongs to a roligious

minority. The Society is one registered under the Socioties

Registration Act. It consists of tnombors of the Roman Catholic

Fadth, Its religious ob,1ectiV(^s include in the main, promotion

of educationg inter alia , by establishing and f:idminist'^ring

schools, dispensajries, hospitalsg orphanages, social centres

etc. It her. a,, Govorning Body, the mombors of \ohich also

profess Roman Ca.tholic Faith and belong to the religious

minority. These facts \jore not denied. The Society hâ s

established numerous educational institutions in th'^ States of

Tamil Nad-Û  Kerala ajid Mysore, vjhich are all recognised and

aided schools. The cost of maintaining the institutions of

the Society is out of donautions from members of the

Romaji Catholic Church, Roman Catholic Church Organizations and

other well wishers, fees wherever permitted from Scholars and

Grants-in-a id from the State Government, The funds required

for establishing the said schools were wholly mot by donations

and aid received from the Roman Catholic Church and the

members thereof. The s<^veral educational institutions of the

Soci':'ty5 it is sadd, ha.ve been established and ar '̂ being

administered and maintained by the Socirty through its

Governing Body, as educational institutions to conserve the

P.T.O.



distinct religious faith o.nd culturo of th~ Crtholic 

Christ inn Coiiinuinity of Ind. in. nnd to inculcato r-nd strengthen 

thnir spirit of ■v\iorship5 nit hough no student is denied 

draission to any of those' institutions merely on ground of 

re'.igionj rnce, caste or Innguage. The pre-prianrypriuinry, 

middle, seconc\nry end Training Schools of the Soci' ty njre 

prinarily meant for the trndning of the: Catholic students for 

thf'. Sccondnry School Lenving Cortificate Exairdno.tions, 

conducted by the University of Madrasg nnd nlso to offer to 

the Said Romnji Catholic students educntion in matters of 

morels and their religion, vjith a view to conaTving their 

religion and culture. The Society clsiims that its vrrlouc 

institutions esta-blishedj nd mini stored nnd maintained by it 

are properly run in accordance with the Tamil Nadu SducationnI 

Rules and other Local and administrative requirements 

npplicauble thereto, and the results of the various schools 

have been uniformly good. The Society has its ovjn 

8onstitution providing for adninistration and maintrnance of 

its several educaxional institutions^ and its provisions covri 

the entire range of administrojfcion, including discipline of 

its staff, teachers and othrrs and various oth^'r matters 

dealt vjith by the impugnad Act and properly belonging to the 

Society's right to maintain nnd administer its ovjn 

institutions. And so, according to the petitioners, the 

impugned provisions of tĥ  ̂ Act and the rul''S made thereunder, 

as they deprive the Socicty of its fundajmental right to 

administer its institutions a.nd make complete Inroads into it 

ar'-̂ viol-tive of /\rticle 30 (1 ). -nd, themforo, unconst it uti(|j

P.T.O.



The Tlr'anc'lvoli DiocosG of th'' Church of South Inclin.j

is th- prtitlon^^r in W .P .No,294 of 1975. Th;- Rev, S.T. Paul 

Gnr.nr.i.-'.hj the: Moclorator’ s Coimnissciry who ropr-̂ s nts tho_

DioG"8.; is th" soconcl pot it ion:^r. Ho oxcrcis'' s th<̂  non- 

■"piscoprl powers of the Bishop. The Protrstant Ghristir.n 

Community nnd th: Churches in Tirun ivcli hev*  ̂ b. on invoived 

in th Gpusc of oduc'^tion for over n ccntury in Tirun^ Iv̂  li 

districts nnd hrvc tovjarĉ s thnt -'■nd cstp..blish d rnd rr': 

mnintraning 4 Collrg.^s^ 29 Socondriry Schoolsj 4 Trrlning 

Schools, 3 Sp'cial Schools3 two for the hendicapp d ,-nd one 

for Industrial Training end 622 Primery end Hifidle Schools 

(Elonentpry), It is clainr'd thet those mmy institutions

d.-'veloped ov^r a long nunib -r of y ers hev asr;um d hugo 

proportions by novj du ' to th' e^ccell nc: of eced'^nic 

stenderds uialnteined, and due to th - edministretiv ■ fficlenGy 
c volv d through th-' experience of over 150 y  ers, end thet 

this growth end d' '̂V̂ -lopni nt wes lu-̂de possible by th"' d'-c"icetr:d 

Ir^-idership of th' founders of the institutions, end suba.'cunt 

leedors who took charg' of them end men.eg'd th^ institutions 

with Missionary zcal. Mention is m̂ d̂e of th-̂  fcact that pupils 

ejre edmitted in all thr schools r gardl' ss of cr^ste or 

communityj -̂̂nd th-t though tho institutions ere nianeged by the 

minority community, th-rc is gr^'at rush for edmission from th" 

gen-rel public boce.usr of the ejrc'^llence of ocadeiiiic str-ndards 

.̂ nd tho sense of discipline inculceted in th^ stud^ntsj end the 

highly satisfactory mejiagem nt te.acher reletionship ' volved

ciuring the course of e. century. Th-: educetionel Institutions 

■esto.blish.''d by the Protestrnt Ghristien Gomraunity heve bo'-n 

brought und';.r the adminlstret ive s^t up of the Tirunelveli 

Dioccse. when th'^ Church of South Indie, was fori;:i':d in 1947, In 

that year, ve.rious Protestrnt Churchcs in South India become

united. The different Churches functioning until then as



cIiff;ront donorainations Lanrg-.cl into one United Church,

thn Charch of South India. 3y tho Constitution of th'^

Church of South Indipj it is divided into several

Dioc 3 s for thi  ̂ purpose of ndaiinistrntivo conv-'nicncc.

The Ghurchos in Tirunolveli district coao under tho 

T irunclvli Diocese which represents the Churchr:s in

Tirunelveli district that incrGeĉ  and foraed the Church

of South Ino:ia,. Under the Tirunr Xveli DlnnesaJi Rules, the

Tirunelveli Diocese of the Church of South India, adninistei-.a

on behalf of the Churches, 4 Coll'gas^ 29 Secondary Schools,

4 Training Schoolsg 3 Special Schools ajid 622 Primary and

iiiddlc Schools established by the Churches in the discrict.

For the CollogoSj tho Bishop is the najiager. IJith rerajrd td

tho schools, the supremo and final powers of administration

of the Church vests in the Executive Comniittoe of tho 

Tirunelveli Dioc'san Council. This Council consists 

of the Bishop, tho offic^'^-beerers of tho Diocosaji 

Council, tho Chairmen of tho



Major Church Councils, two Glerfynierj, two Diocesan Worker 

ReprG-aentatives and other clccted representnHves of the 

congregation and persons noinin^'ted ty the Bishop. The total 

meirt.tprship of the Gominittee is 50. There is an Executive 

Oornmittee of the Diocesan Council, anr] there are Special 

Stanching Committees to deal with special departments of the 

Diocesp n Council *s work like Standing Com.mittee on Educr>tion, 

Standing Committee for lastoral Work, Standing Committee for 

Medical work and the like. With regard to education, there 

is a Standing Committee on Educ-tion dealing with higher 

educ.'^tion which includes High Schools, Colleges and Training 

Schools and Special Schools. This Committee consists of the 

Bishop, Office-hearers of "the Diocesan Council and Wiajur 

Church Council Chairmen, Man^^ger appointed by the Bishop on 

the recomim.endat ion of the Standing Comm.itt e on Educ^'t ion, all 

I'rincipals of Colleges, One Correspondent from among Boys 

Secondpry School Correspondents, One Corresrondent from ^mong 

the C-irls Secondary School Correspondents, Five menbers of the 

Diocesan Execi:'tive Committee, of whom three shall he 

Ileadmiasters or Headmistresses and two /issistant teachers, and 

not m_ore than tv;o persons nominated hy the Bishop, /is leg^irds 

the day to day administration of the schools, there is a 

T'Fanager, Correspondent, Fepidmpster, one ^Issistant Teacher, 

one Representative of the Old Boys and three m̂ em-bers from the 

Educational ’iforks Standing Comm.ittee ?=-nd miCmbers fromi the 

local Church Committee. There are rules describing the



po’wers of the Man^^ger and the Goverring Pony of the Schools 

and all the decisions taken are ultimately sut^e ct to scrutiny 

"by the Standing Oonimittee on Education which in turn acts 

under the Executive Oomrriittee of the Diocesan Council. Rules 

have teen franied which regulate appointiH?nt of teachers, 

seniority, transfer and disciplinary action again st teachers. 

There are clear-cut spheres in which each authority functions. 

There is a right of appeal to the ultimate Standing Committee 

on Education guided hy the Diocesa n C ounc i l . This has been 

t hB set up for higher education dealing y/ith High Schools, 

Training Schools and Special Schools- So far as elementary 

education is concerned, 'which includes primary and inidclle 

schools, the Diocesa n C ouncil functions through the Executive 

Committee and the Circle Committee ?rhich h?=ive got their a?/n 

rules. This administrative set-up, the petitioners claim, has 

stood the test of t im.e.

It is interesting to notice that the educational 

institutions under the management of the Diocese have no 

individual or separate right of property. The entire property 

is heij-d in one unit by the Tirunelveli Diocesan Trust 

'iissoc iation, a Company registered under the Com.panies' i\ci 

to hold the properties in trust for the objects of the Diocese, 

which include the prom^otion and management of educ^^tional 

inst itution s among other objects. The petitioners say that 

the Central ^'dm.iniGtrat ion with hierarchy of Committees 

subject to the ultimate control of the Executive Committee

c on t d . . . .



has ens'urecl educptional exccllence, sound student discipline 

and teacher-rnanpgement relationship and has gone on well and 

efficiently over the many years. The petitioners also say 

that w ith r eg ard to transfer, appointmen t and disciplinary 

action against teaching ?ind non-teaching staff, there are 

elalDorato rules with checks and counter-checks to see that no 

injustice is done to any individual, and tĥ ^t the ultim?>te 

authority the liocesan Council functioning through the 

Executive Council and consisting of 360 memhers is elected by 

the Congregation of Churches c an posed of Clergy, Teachers and 

laity, thus ensuring a democratic set-up, and at the same time 

maintaining the denominational character of the Christian faith.

The petitioners suloTnit that the effect of ihc piovisions 

of the .'ict is to displace from and deprive of the Society its 

Constitutional rights to follow its own set-up of 

administration and manage its institutions as detailed above. 

Recognition under Section 12 is made dependent upon compliance 

with the provisions of the i;ct or rules made, or directions 

issued thereunder, and, non-compliance involves withdrawal of 

recognition. Under Section 13, the right to receive any grant 

or financial assistance will depend upon recognition, and its 

continuity. The petitioners point out th^t conpliance with 

the provisions of the let will involve surrender of fundamental 

right to administer their institutions, and that such a law 

which lays down conditions that result in the effpcement or 

encroachment of the fundarriental right is unconstitutional.

It is also stated that 1he right to get recognition for a



school is sin-ilar to the rig-ht to get affilirition to the 

University ty a College, a rrl itie State is not, therefore, 

justified in imposing any condition which is not rel^-ted to 

any academic standard as a condition precedent for payment 

of grant, which is consequential to recognition. Ls to 

Chapter 17 they say that if it is to be given effect to 

in the case of the petitioners, the elaborate existing 

administrative set-up established by them will be given the 

go-by an' the administration will be carried on by a School 

Cominitte e , after replacing the present Correspondent of the 

School by a Secretary of the School Corrnri.ittee, and displaceinen 

of the administrat ive body set-up by the rninorily community 

by a statutory body formed under the provisions of the /;ct and 

the rules, and that further under section 18, its sub clauses 

c fearly make over the administration to the School Gomm.ittee 

and under sub-section (2 ) , the minority Educational agency is 

sought to be bound by the administative acts of the School 

Committee, and further by the device of a legal fiction of a 

dcem.ing provision in Section 18(3), the acts of the Committee 

constituted under the act are deemed to be the acts of the 

Educational agency. The petitioners maintain that the functionq 

enumerated in sub-<^lauses (a) to (c) of Section 18 are 

adrolniwtx-Ht 1 ve functions of the miinority educational agency, 

and such a right cannot be taken away by a deeming clause, 

and that the legal fiction cannot abrogate the fundam.ental 

right of the Minority Educational i’gency. They have



reiterated that they h^ve themselves, in vie?/ of the enormous 

responsibility ttey have taken of maintaining the several 

institutions, have framed their own rules with the hierarchy 

of ComiTiittees for the various functions referred to in 

clauses (a) to (c) with rights to aggrieved persona to appeal.

Is at present, the Diocese has ultimate authority over ^11 the 

educational institutions under its management, and appointm-nt 

is considered from the total numher of teachers employed by 

the Diocese and the personnel policy is framed by the Diocese 

in the larger interest of all caicerned, including the teachers, 

non-teaching staff, pupils p  the Diocese. To insist that 

each school should have its own School Comm.ittee and should 

be treated as a separfite unconnected unit would interfere 

with the right of management of the schools by the Churches 

according to their own tradition and pattern. To interfere 

with the existing system of management and to replace the 

Standing Committee on Sduc^^tion and the Elementary 

Education Committee by numerous School Committees, one for 

each School would onlj;- lead to confusion and chaos in the 

managemsent of schools. To divide the powers arbitrarily 

by statutory provisions betv/een the School Committee, the 

Secretary and the lilduc at ional iigency, not in conformity witti 

the Diocese’s own form of management is a clear violation of the 

guarantees fiven to the minoril^^ to establish and administer 

educational institutions of its choice. In this context, 

it is relevant to point out that the great advantage 

afforded by the viability by hav ing a single managing agency



for all the schools will Ic- wholly lost to the petitioners.

In addition to these considerations the petitioners further 

say thPt the rules framed the Diocese show that they have 

evolved a sound system to maintain their academic excellence, 

and also to ensure that there is cardial teacher-management 

relationship with rights of appeal to higher forums. The 

petitioners, therefore, want that Sections 15 to 18 should be 

decl-‘=red to be inapplicable to minority schools, and so too 

rules 12, 13 and I4 relating to School Goiriraittees, as well 

as Section 21(2) as inapplicable to minority schools.

Referring to Section 9 which m.akes it d e a r  th ^  

minority schools can be established without any permission 

under section 6, and to section 36 which provides that 

minority schools cannot be taken over under section 3 4 , the 

petitioners submit that SDme of the provisions of Rule 9 

are obnozious to the fundamental right under Article 30(1 ). 

Rule 9 (2 )(c ) by sub-clause (1) provides for endowments, 

by sub-clause (i i )  for deposits of working capital, and by 

Rule 9 (2 )(f )  for the Educational agency to carry out the 

instructions by the Government, including admission of pupils 

from bacfevard cl^^sses. The rule also requires schools 

to create large endo’vments when the existing schools seek 

to upgrade them., or the minority schools seek to open new 

schools, the endavm.ents being required in the form of money. 

The petitioners say that they have spent largo arrounts of 

money in erecting buildings and have adequate im.movable



properties to frcilitpte further developraent. The iiocese 

ap?rt from its l»rge Irnmova'ble properties h as a cash endowinGnt 

of Rs.20 lakhs deposited ?;ith various hanks, arjd therefore, 

to require the pe^titioners ' schools to create the endowr-.ent 

of large aniounts for grantin^^ recognition would infringe upon 

their right to est^'hlish institutions of their choice. i.-s to 

^lUle 9 (2 ) (c ) ( i i )  requiring provision for working capital to 

te av?^ilatle for disbursement of salary to the st-^ff on the 

due date, in event of any delay in the sanction of gr-̂ nt

by the Education Department, the petitioners' schools have 

been cHrectedl by %he Gov’crwueYit rjot/to levy fees anu t'rj. 

Government have promised to pay the entire salary available for 

disbursement to the te'-̂ chers employed by the private agency.

It is stated, therefore, that the Government having taKen the 

responsibility and liability to pay the entire salpry of the 

members of the staff of the schools, it is not open to the 

State Government to prescribe a sum equivalent to a m.onth's 

salary to be deposited as a working capital. This, according 

to the petitioners, also is violative of the fundamental 

right under ...rticle 30(1). i'ss for Rule 9 (2 ) ( f ) ,  the 

petitioners say that the Diocese, as the Educntionnl pgency, 

has a right to determine its own policy of admission ^nd if 

desired necessary, to make provisions for what the Diocese Tiay 

consider as socially and educationally backward clpsses, 

and tterefore, the classif i cat ion and criteria of Gcvernm;ent

c on ........



cannot "bG insisted upon to "be followed by the petitioners' 

schools. The point pc-ainst the invalidity of Rule 9 (2 ) (f )  ■

If supported ty the further statenent th-t though sections of

the Christians who oririnally belonged to the so-called 

Scheduled castes are not treated as Scheduled castes by the 

authorities, it is open to the Diocese to give theiT; preference 

in the matter of adnission in their educational inst itijt ions, 

and that therefore, if the schools of the petitioners are 

to abide b y the instructions of the Departrrent in this regard,

it woû -d not be in the interest of the institutions under

the management of the petitioners and the objects for '//hich 

they were founded and are being administered. Section 8 

which requires permission for any change in the Constitution 

of the School agencj  ̂ is attacked on the ground th ?t the 

schools under the management of the Diocese are managed 

through their own Committees, and if to bring about any change 

in th e c onst itut ion of the agencj^, the competent authority’s 

approval is necessary, it v;oul(] interfere with the right of the 

mianagement of the Diocese of the school under its m^nagem.ent 

to change its tine honoured and well tried Constitution.

In attacking<Sections 22 to 26, it is stated th '̂t these sections 

also pertain to matters of adm.inistration which are integral 

part of the right of m.anpgem.ent guaranteed to the m.inority 

agency. The Diocese mentions that it has a single set of 

rules for all the schools, including rules of conduct, rules 

of seniority, rules for transfer an"! rules for disciplinary 

action ag?>inGt teachers with right to appeal etc. which has



been- in use for r> lonr time. As regp^xda Sectiorj 33(2), the 

petitioners aver that the properties "re conn.on to the Diocese, 

and the Section encroaches upon the rifht to property of a ' 

minority c or-munity en^'aged in education. xilso with reference 

to Section 33(2) the petitioners say th rit the minority aj-rency 

has a right to deposit its noney in any forin, anr'’ it is not 

open to the State to direct that the Eoney should be invested 

only in particular banks. The provision in Chapter VIII in 

so far as they relate to appeals and revision are also 

objected to as offenr'inp the fundamental right under jirt.30(1 ) .  

The validity of Section 56(f) is objected to on the grounfi th^t 

it is inherent in the fundamental r i f ’̂ t that the ninority ca.r̂  

choose its pupils without interference from anyone.

The petitionees want Rules 9 ( 2 ) (c ) ( i ) ,  9 ( 2 ) (c ) ( i i ) ,

9 (2 ) (f )  and ( j ) ,  10 to 14, I 5 ( 0 ( i i ) ,  1^(3), 17, 18 and 

22 along with the related forms prescribed should be Trmde 

inapplicable to minority institutions, hs for section 

31(1 }(a) restrict ing alienation of property of private schools, 

and So^jtiun requiring prior approval for receiving any 

ar.ount from anyone for the schools, Section 33 which provides 

for moneys of the schools to be deposited in a particular 

b^^nk, Sections 41 to 45 relating to appeals and revisions, 

Section 56 which provides for the rule miaking power.

Section 56(2)(J) enabling the Government to prescribe the 

purpose for which the premises of ihe minority schools could 

be used, and Section 56(2)(1) enabling the Government to 

prescribe conditions f cr receiving onations or contributions



by the minority schools fror the public, the rules relating 

to enclownent, deposit of workinf/^ apital, and rules 

relying to admissions in the private schools. Rule 10 

authorising withdrawal of recoffnition for non-coppliance 

with the statutory provisions, Rule 11(1) providing' for 

consequential suspension of payment of grant, Rules 12, 13 

and 14 relating to School Conii'iiittees, Rule I5 (2 ) ( i )  

requiring the School agency to enter into an agreer.ent in 

the prescribed form. Rules 15(3) ?*nd 15(4) relating to 

a PI'Ointment of teachers and basis of promotion, Rule 16(3) 

relating to School Committees and Rule 17(1) iflealing with 

the prior approval of the competent authority, Rule 17(3) 

making the grant payable to the private schools 

dependent upon the correctiiess of the suspension of teachers 

as may be determined by the ccmpetent authority, and 

nci>-payment of grant to the substitu.te teachers, Rule 18 

relating to punishment of the emiployees and appeal by themi 

to the competent authority, and Rules 22 and 24 imiposing 

restriction on transfer of yiroperties of the denom.inations 

^nd requirinp the perm.ission of the competent author ity for 

the sam̂ e, are all attacked as being in infringement of the 

petitioners' fundamental right under /\rticle 30(1) .

The State refutes all the allegations of the 

petitioners in these ,vrit petitions and say th^t the 

impugned provisions of the '■■c!' and the rules are all valid.



Urider /;rticle 30(1), p11 minorities, whether b=ised 

on religion or language, shpll h ?ve the right to establish 

and administer educational institutions of their choice. The 

right guaranteeci under this Article is a fundenental right 

available to religious or linguistic minorities. This 

right is among the group at rights rel^^ing to freedom of 

religion, freedom to manpge religious affairs, freedom as to 

attendance at religious instructions or relig ious worship 

in certain educat iona 1 institut ions, cultural and educ•■^tional 

ri^'bts. i;.rt ic le 25(1) ensures that -11 persons are equally 

entitled to freedom of conscience and the right freely to 

profess, practise and oropagate religion; hut this right 

is subject to public order, rnorality and health, and to the 

other provisions of lart III  of the Constitution. Though 

the right under /'rt ic le 25(1) is of a large amplitude, it is, 

however, not absolute. The right is subject to public .

order, mor.'^lity and health and the other provisions of the 

part clause (2) of the i'rticle further abridges the scope of 

the right. £'gain, the freedom to man?pe religious aff^^irs 

given by /'rtic’le 26 to religious denomination or an y a®:* t ion 

thereof is not absolute e ili-'er, beeause it is subject to 

public order, mor^-lity and health again. "̂ ;Ut, the right 

under each of Articles 28 to 50 is not subjected to any 

linitation or restriction. The rig^ht guaranteed in /.rticle 

30(1) is in absolute term^s, and, no abridgement of the 

substance of the right is, therefore, permissible. Unlike



the freedorri under iirtlcle 19, the right under /.rticle 30( 1 ) 

cannot even be subjected to reasonable restriction in public 

interest. So, the right of a religious or linguistic minority 

to make its m n  choice of educational institutions, establish 

and administer the same, is of the widest amplitude, and is 

untramnelled. The test being what is good or is in the 

interest of the religious or linguistic miriority, no other 

criterion like reasonableness or public Interest can avail ic 

abridge its scope and effect, for, otherwise the right will 

lose its purpose. The ripht is in fevo p^rts, (1) the right 

to establish; and (2) the right to adrrinister. The rifht 

to establish an educational institution is secured to all 

religious or linguistic ninorit ies, which include not cjerely 

religious or linguistic ninority corrimunities , but also 

individuals belonging to either of then. I] belonging

to a religious or a linguistic minority is given, as in the case 

of the leligious or linguistic minority community, unbridled 

and absolute right to establish any institution of his choice, 

which means that any restriction which v/ill have the effect of 

abridging that ri ht will be unconstitutional. Likewise, the 

right to administer is free from any limitation, so that a 

religious or linguistic minor it ,]̂ <5or!]munity or an inditidual 

belonging to either, has the whole field of administration of 

the institution open, uninhibited by any interference, m 

religious or linguistic minority, including an individual 

belonging to it, has unfettered right to found any



educational institution of its or his choice, and

administer it according to its or his wish and

discre tion. But, as adninistration does not mean 

maladministrpt ion, any re^^ulation v/hich will engender 

proper adninistrpt ion v/ill be permiss ible. So also -/̂ ill 

"be perniss itle any regulation, procedural in character, 

which is designed to further the otgects of the right and 

which does not in fact and substance, cat into the vitals 

of thr right. 7hile regulation of the right, therefore, 

is not open to objection, any restriction in the sense that 

it has the effect of abridging the right or naking inroadi 

■into its substancc, call it regulation or restriction, is 

unconstitutional. That, in our opinion, is the ainbit and 

effect of the right under :.rticle 30( 1 ), and as laid down 

in the Supreme Court cases from Keralp Lduc^tion Bill (1)

to St .Xav iers College - vs - State of C-ujarat (2 ) .  While

there is this uniformity of opinion including in the 

recent decision of the Supreme Court in The Gandhi Faizean 

College, Saharanpur - vs - University of igra (3) as to 

the scope and effect of .;rticle 3 0( 1 ) as expounded in the 

different cases, the problem in each case has presented 

seerdngly differing approaches, or points of view or 

yardstick in testing th.e validity of an allegedly offend­

ing statutory provision or rule, or regulation or

n )  1959 S .C .R . 995
( 2 ) iii.I.R. 1974 Supreme Court 1389
( 3 ) Civil ,vppeal No. 1611 of 1969



administrative order vis-a-vis the impact of it cm the 

fundamental rirht . But we should think that throughout 

the various decisions of the Supreme Oou^t, as we see 

them,, the absolute character of the right h«s always 

teen kept in view, and any erosion on its substance 

has not been permitted. Most of the earlier decisions 

01 the Supreme Court were reviewed by a larger Bench of the 

same Court in St .Xavier College -vs- State of Gujarat(2).

Te shall now take up Chapter IV relating to 

Constitution of School Committee and its functions which 

cover the field of manpgement of the school, and discipline 

of the staff therein and pupils. Both are undoubtedly 

part of th( right to administer a minority in'stitution.

The chapter consists of Sections 15 to 18. S'e have already 

set out earlier their substance . The effect of these 

provisions is this: The Educ?=tional .'jgency, which m.eans’

with reference to a minority school, a person who, or body 

of persons which, has established and is admiinistering 

such a school is to be replaced by a School Committee 

which shall include the Headm.aster and the senior most 

teachers employed in the school. The Keadmaster shall 

be Ex-Officio member. Two seniorm.ost teachers, if the 

strength of the teachers in the school is less than twenty, 

and three seniormost teachers, if the strength of teachers

(2) .I .R . 1974 Supreme Court 1389



is twenty nnd iriorc , shall te noniriatecl by the Educational 
/igcncy as nembGrs of the Gornmittee, it does its other

noninees on the Comiriittce . The Educational iigency has 

also been left free to appoint the Iresident and Secretary 

out of its representatives. But, if the Education

i.gency desires to changc the I'resident, or the Secretary, 

it can do so only v/ith th; prior approval of the 

District Educational Officer, the conpetent authority 

in this respect. Rules 12 and I 3 which provide fors? jS: 

power to carry on the general adninistration of the private 

school, to appoint teachers and other employees, fix 

their p ^  and allowances and define their duties and ccndi- 

tions of service and to take disciplinary action against 

teachers and other eir-ployeGS of the school. On the top 

of this, the Educational i^gency shall, by law, be boimd by 

anything done by the School Gomiriittee in the discharge of 

its functions, and to crown it all, any decision of the 

coiTiRiittee within its jurisdiction shall be deemed to be 

the decision or action taken by the Educational /.gency .

This, in our opinion, is a tQtal invasion of the fundamental 

right of the Educational /Agency of a minority school to 

administer it . The general administration, appointment 

of teachers and other em;ployees, fixation of pay and allowances 

and defining the duties of the employees and the conditions 

of their service and the power to take disciplinary action 

against teachers and other employees of the school ’.vithout 

any doubt whatsoever, belonged to the sphere of



administratioio and the right to administer the school. 7hen 

these matters are taken away fror- the purview of the 'Educa­

tional ijf'ercj'', it cannot, in our opinion, be denied that to that 

extent the provisions in Chapter lY and the related rules 

deprive the founders of a minority school of their ri-ht 

to administer the school, and the position is mr<do worse 

when the Educational agency is directed to te hOund by 

anything done by the School Coni^dttee in the disch'^rge 

of its functions when in fact any action or decision of 

the school ccpirnittee within its jurisdiction shall be 

deerned to be the decision or action taken by the Educ-^tional 

iigency. In our opinion, Sections 15 to 18 SLa aules 12 

to 14 which have such effect of deprivine the founder of 

the T^inority school of its or his right to administer the 

school are in flagrant violption of /jrticle 30(1).  This 

view receives support fron State of Kerala -vs- Mother 

Irovincial ( 4 ). There the Keral^ University /ct, 1969 

provided for Constitution of a Governing Body for' a group 

of private Coll ges, and a Managing Council for a College 

which are all riinority institutions to bo set up by the 

Educational Jigency,. by which is meant the founder. The 

Governing Body should consist of eleven members, who are 

the Irinclpal of the private college, the manager of the 

private college, a person nominated by the University, a 

person nominated by the Government, a person elected in

(4 ) ii.I.R. 1970 Sur-reme Court 2079.

contd . . . .



arcordance with such procedure as reey Toe prescribed “by the 

Statutes of the Unlversi^ froiri anong thenselves hy the 

permanent teachers of the priv=^te college, and not more 

than six persons noEinated hy the Educational /jgency. The 

Managing Council should consist of the Principal in rotation 

fron private colleges, manager of tie private colleges, 

the nominees of the University and the Government as above 

described, two elected representatives of the teachers, 

and not more than 15 ireTTibers nominated by the Educational 

i-gency. Thus, a body quite apart from the Educational 

/.genc,y was set up. The let further provided that it 

should be the duty of the Governing Body or the Managing 

Council as the ĉ ŝe may "be, to a^Binister the: College or 

Colleges in accordance with the provisions of the i:ct 

an:. 1he Statutes, The provisions relating to such a 

set-up v/ere held to be ultra vires by the Kerala High Court, 

as they took away from the founders the right to adrini ster 

their own institution. The Supreme Court in approving this 

view observed:

”It is obvious that after the election 

of the governing'body or the managing 

council the founders or even the 

community has no hand in the administra­

tion. The '70 bodies are vested with 

the comx^lete administration of the 

institutions. These bodies have a 

persona lity distinct from the educational



agency or the corporate mnn^genient. They 

are not answerable to the founders in the 

matter of admin is tat ion . Their powers 

and functions are determined by the 

University laws and even the lernoval 

of the me inters is to be governed by the 

Statutes of the University. Sub-section

(2),  ( 4 ), ( 5 ), and (6) clearly vested the 

hands of the t.vo bodies with mandates 

from the University.”

It 'flas argued for the State of Kerala in an attempt to 

save the provisions that the nominees of the Educational 

iigencies or the corporate management had the controlling 

voice, and that the defect, if  a ly, must be found in the 

Statutes, Ordinances, Regulations, ^ye-laws and Orders 

of the University and not in the provisions of the 

impugned Zct. In rejecting that contention, the Supreme 

Court stated:

"Both these arguments are not acceptable 

to us. The Constitution contemplates 

the ■ ad ministrat ion to be in the hands 

of the particular community. However 

desirable it might be to associate nominated 

members of the kind mentioned in Sections 

48 and 49 v/ith other m̂ embers of the govern­

ing body or the managing counsel nominees,



it is obvious that their voice must play a 

c ODs ideratle part, in nanagf'ment. Situations 

TTiig-ht be conceived when they raay have a 

preponderation voice. In any event, the 

adninistration foes to a distinct corporate 

body which is in no way answerable to the 

educational agency or the corporate manage­

ment. The founders have no say in the 

selection of the neribers non-'inated or selected 

except those to be nominated by them.”

Ls is precisely the position of the above provisions 

impugned before us too. But, for the State, strong 

reliance has been placed on the Gandhi Faizeara College, 

Sebar^npur -vs- University of /jgra (3)* We think that 

this decision is not of assistance to the State. The 

Gandhi Faizeam College at Saharanpur, was established 

by the members of -the Muslim com.munity, a minority 

community. In i'iugust 1964 the Management of the College 

made an application to the University of /;gra for permis­

sion to start teaching in courses of study including 

sociology sanskrit, arabie, military studies, drawing and 

painting. The UniversitT' insisted that as a condition for 

recognition of the additional subjects as courses of study, 

the managing Committee of the College must be reconstituted

(3) Civil i;.ppeal No. 1611 of 1969 '

c ont d. . . .



in conforraity with Statute 14-*; "by including the Principal
I ■

and the seniornost mernt er of the staff, in it. /t one 

stage the Management agreed to this, tut later retracted.

The majority opinion held that Statute ^^-'h framed by the 

University of /gra did not abridge the fundamental right 

guaranteed under Article 30(1)* That Statute was to the 

effect that each college, already affiliated or when affilia­

ted, which was not maintained exclusively by Government, 

must be under tie Man^gemffit of a regular constituted Govern­

ing Body on which the staff of the college should be repre­

sented by the Irincipal of the College, and at least one 

representative of the teachers of the college to be appointed 

by rotation in order of seniority determined by length of 

service in the college, who should hold office for one 

academic year. It m be ^en  at once that tiie Statute did 

not substitute the Managing Committee of the College set 

up by the founding body by another body. The minority college 

in that case was adm.inistered by a three-tier body organised 

intra-murally by the Society consisting of the minority 

community. There was a General Council with plenary 

payvers, then the Governing Body which had the powers to 

effectively fonnulate policies, and lastly the Managing 

Comm.ittee in charge of the day-to-day administration.

Under the relevant rules of the Society, these three organs 

were vested with the controlling power of administration 

of the college. The Society was autonomous and its org-’̂ ns



administered the institution. The majority opinion held 

that the Managing Cornnittee was not deprived of its adninis- 

trative powers by the induction of the Irincipal and one 

representative of the teachers of the College. Notwith­

standing their induction, the Managing Committee itself 7/as 

subject to the hierarchical control of the Governing Body and 

the General Council of the Society, and that in the circums­

tances, even assuming that the Irincipal and the Teacher in 

the Managing Committee were outsiders, which was not the case 

they were two innocuous insiders who could not tilt the 

scales. In other words, the majority view was that Statute 

H-1: ko  inroaC whstovex irjto the substance of the

minority community’s right to m.an^ge the College. This is 

what the majority learned judge said ;

"The features of the 'rga University Act 

vis a V is the m.inorily Institutions are 

conspicuously different and leave almost 

unaffected the total integrity of the admini­

stration by the religious group, save in the 

minim.al inclusion of two internal entities, 

nam.e the Irincipal of their own choice and 

the seniormost lecturer independently appointed 

by them.

’/e are satisfied that the regulatory clause 

challenged before us improve the adminis­

tration and do not inhibit its autonomy 

and are therefore good and valid .”



It m ^  be seen that this case bears no analogy whatever 

or principle, or on facts, to the objections and the 

impugned provisions of the i-ct wex are concerned with.

These matters do not indicate the grounds on v;hich such 

approval can be refused. The Secretary of the School 

Committee shall function for and on behalf of tte School 

Goninittee as well as the Educational Agency, but shall not 

interfere in the internal administration of the school like 

admissions, examinations, promotion of pup>ils and other 

academ.ic matters which shall be the exclusive responsibility 

of the Headmaster. The School Oomr/iitteo shall meet at 

such times and places and shall observe such rules of 

procedure in regard to tr^^nsaction of business at its meet­

ings as m cy be prescribed, îll questions at the meeting 

of the School Committee shall be decided by a majority of 

votes, the President having a casting vote in the case of 

a t ie . The School Cor^ittee is vested with the power to 

carry on the general administration of 1he school excluding 

the properties and funds of the school, to appoint teachers, 

and other employees of the school, fix their pay and 

allowances and define their duties and conditions of 

service, and to take disciplinary action against teachers 

and other employees of 1he sc tool. The Educational /.gency 

shall be bound by anything done by the School Committee 

in the discharge of the functions of the Co'-^mittce. Any 

decisions or action taken by the School Co'm3ittee in 

respect of any matter over whidi the School Committee



has jurisdiction, shall he deemed to he the deoisiorj 

of action taken hy the Educational iigency. ull this 

means that the founder, he it an individual who, or which 

has established and is administerine the minority 

school is substituted by a School Committee with its 

com.positicn as mentioned above and deprived of its 

power to enforce discipline, including im.position of 

punishm.ent, is necessarily included in the right to adm.inister 

the m.inority school. But Section 22 enjoins that no teacher 

or other employee in a private school shall be dismissed, 

rem,oved, or reduced in rank, except with the prior approval 

of the competent authority. The competent authority is 

empowered to deny approval if it is not satisfied that thcr^ 

are adequate and reasonable grounds for the proposed punish­

ment. The provision goes further to lay down that no teacher 

or other employee in a private school shall bo placcd under 

suspension, except when an inquiry into the gross misconduct 

within the meaning of the code of Cond uc t • prescr ibed under sub­

section (1) of Section 21 „ of such teacher or employee is 

contemplated . If there' is such a susxicnsion, it shall remain 

in force for not more than two m.onths from, the date of 

suspension, . n̂d if the inquiry is not over by that time, the 

teacher or employee s h a l l ,  without prejudice to the inquiry 

be deemed to have been restored as teacher or other employee. 

>jppeals to the prescribed competent authority, and a second 

appeal to a Tribunal from, the orders of dismissal, removal



or reduction in rank have teen provided by Sections 23 

and 24. I*. Code of Conduct for the teachers and employees

has been prescribed under Section 21 read with Ru!].e 16(1) 

and iinnexure I I .  But sub-section (2) of Section 21 gives 

power to the School Cor'-ittee to define the standards of 

conduct to be observed by te-chers and other eriployees in a 

private school not being inconsistent with the Code in iinnexure

II .  Though power to prescribe a Code of Conduct also belonged 

to the ri^ht to adninister a minority institution, we can see 

no objection to the code of conduct in iinnexure I I .  But the 

power gi^^Dn to the school conriittee to define standards of 

conduct it seems to us, is an inroad into the founder's 

right to adrriinister such institution. We are of opinion 

that sub-section (2) of Section 21, sections 22 to 25 as also 

Rules 17 and 18 are in abrogation of the right to administer 

a minority school, and violate iirticle 30(1). So also 

Section 26, we think, offends Z>rticle 30(1) which provides 

for absorption by a private school of a teacher or other 

employee retrenched elsewhere.

Before we pass on in holding Sections 22 to 25 as 

violative or Article 3 0 ( 1 ) in their application to a minority 

institution, we derive support from ST/.TE Op KERjili vs 

MOTHER iRO^mCIi'iL (li.I.R. 1970 Supreme Court 2079). The 

Kerala University j^ct, by Section 56(2) provided that no 

teacher of a private college should be dism.issed, removed, 

or reduced in rank by the Governing Body, or Managing Council



without the previous sanctiOD of the Yice-Chf^ncellor, or 

placcd under suspension by the Governing Body or Fanf^ging

Council for a continuous period exceeding 15 days without

such previous sanction. The section also provided for an

appeal for the aggrieved teacher ag='inst disciplinary action

taken to the Syndicate. The Supreme Court held;

"These provisions c i a r l y  take away 

the disciplinary action from the 

governing "body and the managing 

council and confer it upon the 

Univers ity ."

Reference v/as made at the Sux^reme Court for the State of 

Kerala, to passages fron the Report of the Education Coniiriiss ion 

in which the Gonnission had made suggestions regpirding "the 

conditions of service of the teaching staff in the Universities 

and the colleges and standards of teaching and also to 

passages in the Report of the Education Gonmission on the 

status of teachers which made suggestions for iinproving the 

teaching irictbods and standards, and it was argued that what 

had been done by the Kerala University ict was to implement 

whose suggestions. The learned /j d vo ca te-Gen eral for the 

State of Ta irll Nadu has reiterated this before us. The 

Supreme Court repelled the contention and said:

"We have no doubt that the provisions of 

the net were made bona fide and in the 

interest of education, but unfortunately



they do affect tbe a3mirj 1st ration of these 

irjst itut ions and rot) the founders of that right 

which the Constitution desires should be theirs.

The provisions, even if salutary cannot stand 

in the face of the Constitutional guarantee."

■7e respectfi£Lly adopt this vfew.

Chapter III  which consists of Sections 11 to 14 deals with 

recognition of private schools including minority schools, 

withdrawal of recognition and its effect, and payment of 

grant. Rules 9 to 11 are related to the sections. To get 

recognition of a minority school is not p of the fundamental 

right under i^rticle 30(1).  But non-reco.f nition involves seriou 

consequence, naiae ly any minority school without recognition 

is not eligible to receive any grant or other financial 

assistance from the GovernTne nt , or even prepare, train or guid.' 

pupils for appearing at any examination conducted by, or 

under the authority of, the G-overnctent. In order to get 

recognition any priv-' t̂e school which applies for it should 

satisfy the competent authority that it complies with the 

provisions of ihe lict and the Rules, as well as the prescribed 

conditions, Obviously, a private school cannot give 

the satisfaction and get recognition, except by complying 

with the provisions of the Act, the rules and the prescribed 

conditions and thus losing its fundamental right. Though to 

get recognition is not a fundamental right, insistence upon 

a miniirity school com.plying with the provisions of the ilct,



rules and the prescribed conditions as a condition for 

getting recognition is an inroad into the ininority's right to 

adriinister its institutions. Section 14(2) says that the 

Governnent may withhold pernenently, or for any specified 

period, the whole or part of any grant in respect of a private 

school which does not c cnply with any of the provisions of 

the ijct or any rules made or directions issued thereunder in 

so far as such provisions, rules or directions are applicBble 

to such privajfee school, or in rcspect of which the pay 

and allowances p cy' '̂ble to any teacher or other person employed 

in such private sbhool are not paid to such teachcr or other 

person in accordance with the provisions of the -X't, or the 

rules made thereunder, or which contravenes or fails to comply. 

with any such conditions as maybe prescribed. Here again, 

insistence by the statutory i.r ov is ion to comply with the 

provisions, rules made thereunder or directions given by the 

competent authroity which will abridge the substaice of the 

fundamental right under iirticle 3 0( 1 ) as a condition precedisnt 

to disbursement of grant, cannot also be upheld as valid.

In our view, the’refore, clause (b) of sub-section (i)  of 

Section 11, a iti Sections 12 to I 4 and the related rules 9 to 

11 in their application to r.inority schools, are unenforceable 

against such minority schools on account of their violption 

of i.rticle 3 0 ( 1 ) as a condition precedent to disbarser-ient of



pirant, c-snnot al.'sg b̂- uphsl^-'T'.s V3.ilc'U In'oar ,j.j

th'^r-^forf 5,.Glausp-,(j3)_] of siib-s'^qti^n’ '('t)L.-Of. S ■’ctlon llj - 

r.D'̂ ., Sect lop j 12 to-Id-, and’ th« rel&te'"’' rules 9 to ll_ifi tlr:; ir-1: 

aQplication-,to ninority schoolc!,- grr ”n:siforcoabie'aritiiBst‘...oi, 

sch-.-ls on aCcetint of thoir’̂ vlcDlcition of

Article 30(1).

Section 31 places restriction on alienetion of property: 

of a private school. It says t.h?>t notwith stand inf' enythimf 

contaiijed in any other law for the tioe being in force or in 

any deed, docunent or instrinent having effect hy virtue 

of such, other law, no property of a private school, except 

wi13:i the previous pomission in writin^^ of the competent 

authority l?e transferred ty way of sale, exchange, mortgage, 

charge, pledge, lease, ^ if t or any other manner whatsoever, 

and that if any such property is transferred without such 

permission, the transferer shall he null and void. The corpet 

authority ifay grant the permission if the transfer is nade in 

furtherance of the purposes of the private school, or of 

similar purposes approved by the competent authority. Lasets 

resulting from, the transfer are to he wholly utilised in 

fitttherance of the purposes of the school, or for the purpose^ 

approved by the competent authority. The competent authority 

while granting perm,ission may im.pose such conditions as it 

deem.s fit to ensure th^t such assets are wholly utilised in 

furtherance of such purposes, though a contravention of any 

such condition shall not invalidate the transfer. This



restriction on alienation apx'li.'s "both to movatle property of not 

less than such value as nay he prescrihed, and such irr'movable 

property as nay he specified in the rules nade iii that hehalf 

Rule 24 directs that funds of the School should he utilised for 

hoiia fide purposes connected with the school only with the 

prior permission of the District Educational Officer 

concerned. The effect of this restraint on the rl^'ht to 

administer minority soh-̂ ols is ohvious, especially where the 

Educationa 1 .Lgency has established nunerous schools and colleges, 

owns property in connon for all of then, and utilises fund 

for their purposes from a central source, as in sone of these 

cases before us. .ilso, to ask for prior perr’ission of the 

coi'ipGtent authority for utilisation of funds for bonafide 

purposes connected y/ith ihe school invol\£s a blanket power to 

the conpetent authority, \ivhich seriously affects the right to 

administer minority institutions. Rule 23 forbides, arxmg 

othfT things, collection of donation of any kind, either 

from the pupils or parents or from the public, except with 

the prior permission of the c ccipeten t authro ity . 7/e are cf

opinion that this inhibition does not cover voluntary donations 

given by pupils, parents or members of the public. But, 

if the rule inhibits even such voluntary donations, we think 

that it infringes the right of the minority community to

administer its institutions by making voluntary donations for

their support. Sub section (2) of Section 33 directs that a

private school shall invest or deposit its funds only in



certain banklnp' institutions or in the kind of securities 

mentioned therein. The right to adninister a minority insti­

tution includes also the right to adninister its funds which 

means that the minority institution must have th liberty 

to invest the moneys in ’whichever way it thinks fit, and its 

freedom to invest or deposit in whichever way  it would think 

safe or proix;r cannot te infringed upon. '7e are oiTbpinion, 

therefore, that Section 51 its entirety, section 32 and 

Rule 23 in so far as they relate to receipt of voluntary 

donations, and Section 33 as well as rule 24 in s o fnr as they 

relate to minori-ty institutions are in c ontravention of 

ijrt icle 3 0 ( 1).

Under Section 8(1 )(a) v/henever there is any changc in the 

constitution of the Educational /gency, that ...;gency shall 

apply to the conpetent -uthority for. approval of aich ■'^hange. 

The petitioners contented that this provision also violates 

iirticle 30(1).  Je accept this contention. This is "because 

the fundamental right under iirticle 30( 1 ) includes also 

the ripht to establish a minority institution. Such a 

right should "beuntrammelled, and its exercise should 

require the approval of no one. Change in the const itut ion 

of the Educational igency is part of, and is inherent in the 

right to establish a minority institution. In our opiniorj, 

therefore, Section 8(1 )(a) and Rule 7 in so far as they are 

m.ade applicable to minority institutions are violative of the 

fundamental right, and to that eixtent their validity cannot 

be upheld .



isS to sections 39 4 0 , we can see no objectiori to then’,

except that in respect of minority institutions the failure 

to conply with any directions under sut-section (4) of Section 

39 will have no legal consequence. To the extent we have held 

the provisions of the -ict and the rules made thereunder cannot 

be applied t-' minority institutions, to that extent the 

scope of sections 4 1 ,4 2 , 4 3, 44 and 45 will stand restricted,

Y/e have already dealt with the topic of recognition and 

said that ihough to get recognition is not a fundanental right, 

in view of the coiiaoqnenocs flowing from non-conferment of 

recognition, exercise of the fundamental right undsr ’̂rticle 

3 0 ( 1 ) wjll he affected. Sub Rule (2) of Rule 9 prescribes 

certain conditions to be satisfied for the purpose of 

recognition. Clause (a) seem.s to be objectionable, and so too 

clause (b) .  i.-s regards clause (c) different categories of 

schools are reqiaired to deposit each the amount mentioned in 

the claise as endowment. We are of opinion that the State, under 

the guise of Regulat ions, cannot prescribe stringent conditions 

as a condition precedent for recognition. 7/e take it that the 

endowment is called for in order to ensure the financial 

stability of the school, and its running. But, where a 

minority institution, as in the case of The Tirunelueli 

Diocese of the Church of South India, in 7 . I .F 0 . 294 

of 1 9 7 5 , all the properties and funds, huge as they are, are 

owned by the Church which is the founder of the several colleges 

and innumerable- schools, it will be not only an unnecessary

c ontd. . . .



condition, tut will te too, stringent to require every 

college and school in such a case to create an endowment, and 

thus iriipose a burden so as to make the exercise o£ the funda­

mental right under 'rticle 3 0 ( 1 ), arduous and even i^possitle 

in soirie cases without upsetting the existing sound set up which 

ensures ty itself, the financial stability for all the schools, 

and colleges and other institutions nahaged by the minority 

community or founder. More so, to call upon each institution 

to create an endowment in the name of the school and in the 

particular shape envisaged by clause (c) of sub rule (2) of 

Rule 9- The rule says that Trusts or Society or Corporate 

body which run m.orc than one private school shall h^ve the 

option to cr6':^te fifty per cent of the endowment in cash 

and fifty per cent in the form of immovable property other than 

school building. Here again, the endowment is required to 

be in the nam.e of the school and conveyed to the school through 

proper legal docum.ert. Thv rule also says that the immiovable 

property endowed to the school shall not be sold, mortgaged, 

exchanged or gifted or alienated without the prior approval 

of tie Director of School Education, an3 that the entire income 

derived from, the endowed imimovable property shall be brought to 

the general accounts of ilie school. But tte fact is that the 

several colleges and schools founded and administered by The 

Tirunelveli Diocese of the Church of South India, do not each

contd . . . .



to be an Infringenejot of the fuudarnertal rifht of the 

Society as a ninority to adninister the properties arid funds 

belonging to it, in its own v/ay and for the benefit of each 

school or college or other inst i^ut ion. If 1he whole 

object of asking for an endowment to be created in the n a:̂ ie of 

the school is to ensure for its financial stability, bi.it 

such a stability is obviouslj^ guaranteed by a different set 

up by which the entire properties arc owned by the corporate 

body, the Society, which manages and administers the various 

institutions which it hns founded, we do not sec why such 

a set up should be disturbed and the Society as the corporate 

body be interfered with in its administration and conduct of 

its minority institutions In its own way. Kor do we find any 

necessity by way of rerulation to call upon the ninority 

institution to deposit a s uri equivalent to a minimum, of one 

month's salary of the staff employed in such school to serve 

as a working capital of t tet school. The object of this ?;ppears 

to be as seen from, rule 9 itself, that if there was d e l ^  

in the sanction of grant by the Educational De partment,the 

deposit miay serv as a working capital and the samte m-'̂ y be 

drawn for disbursement of the sal Try to the m.emibers of the staff. 

■7e ■̂■re inclined to think that this is also a strain and financial 

burden on a minority institution whi do will cripple tte exercise, 

by the minority founder of its fundamental right under /^rticle 

30(1 ) .  Clause (d) of sub-rule (2) of Rule 9 is to the effect 

that if the Educ-'" ‘ ional ..;gency pays more than the scales and rates



ordered ty G-overnrr'ent, such excess shall be met by the

Educational hgcrcy from its own funds and shall not be d''bitcd

the school fund ♦ fDrid for purposes of grants such higher scale

or rPte shall not be taken into consideration. ’7e can

understand Ihe last part of the rule th^'t such excess shall

net be taken into account for c^lculatin^j the scale or rate

of grants. But, we are unable to see any justification for

the oth r part of ■&]e rule as a condition to recognition.

If a pinority conr-iunity or a r.inoriiy founder, in the interests

of the minority institution, desires to pay more than the

scales and rates ordered by Governinent, it will be an undue

restriction of .its fundanental right to nanage the institution

if the excess is to be borne by the corimunity and not the

school. /'S to donations, we have already observed t h ^  volunt''^;

donations are not inhibited by the rules . Cl^'use (e) of sub

rule (2) of Rule 9 only forbids collcction of donations or

fees com.pulsor ily, other than those pernitted by the coinpstont *

authority. This clause has no applic-^tion to volunta-r̂ y donatiri

and T'linority institutions will be free to accept tlTer. ' ĥe

clause is only confined to compulsory collcction of fees arf

donations, and th ab being so, the clause by itself seems to

be unobjectionaUle. Clause (f)  of sub rule (2) of Rule 9

prescribes another condition precedent to recognition which is 

\

that 1he Educational .-gency shall carry out the instructions
I

issued by the Government from tine to tine in the public

interest to ensiire admission in the schools run by then of pupil 
■beionging to the socia.lly and educationally bac&Jard Glasses of 
citi'^ens and to safeguard the interests of the linguistic 
Kinorities. This, we thinlL, is not a valid condition as it pl |̂

contd.. ,



a serious restriction on the fraeclora of the minority inc.titLition 
to nialce admissions from tho stand point of cons'-rving and 
promoting the interests of tho uinority eoncorn-'d, Pablic 

. . . interest is not tho test. This is uhet Dir^^ctor of School
i'vjhich Saucation Vs. Hcv.3roth^:;r G .Ar0 :^iaS8nv TTD7T“ CT7"lTrE',"T73'2'5) to

as%as  a ‘true tb- impugned order is

Tjarty, '
c o nc ei vG d in public interest to

ensure proper standards in the rn?’ttcr

of admission to ’basic and non-tas ic

training schools. That is good by

itself. But ?/hen applied to a minority

institution, its effect is not t’'i its

benefit froni its own point of view.

That is forbidden by /article 30(1).

V/e are unable to uphold the validity of this clause in 

its application to Tninority institutions. Glauses (g) ,,

(h) and (i)  of sub-rule (2) of Rule 9 also cannot be applied 

legitim-^tely to minority institutions because they too involve 

infringement of the right under Article 30(1). Clause 

(j) of the sub-rule to the extent it says that the premises 

should be used for the purposes of the minority institution 

would be unobjectionable. But, it cannot be insisted th'^t 

use of the minority school building for other purposes can 

only be m.ade on the specific perm.ission of the Chif 

Education Officer,’ as it would infringe on the Pundamental 

right. Sub-rule (4) of Rule 9 in view of what we have said 

above, c^^nnot also be applied to minority institutions in 

grant ing rv:. cog nit ion. Rule 10 also can be applied to a 

minority school only consistent with what we have already 

stated. That is to spy, recognition cannot be withdrawn on 

the ground th'-̂t the minority institution has failed to comply '



with the provisions of the iict, or the corjditiorjs stipul^-̂ ted 

which we hPve held to te inpippllcptie to minority 

Institutions.

To sum. up, we declare ps in applicatle to minority 

institutions Sections 8(1 )(S),  IlCOCtOt 12(1), 14 to 18,21(2),  

to 26, 31 to 33, 39(4), 41 to 45 and Rules 7, 9 exccpt 

clauses (?) and (k) of sut rule (2 ) ,  Rules 10 to I 4 , 16 to 

18 and 22 to 2 4*

In T.I*No. 1365 of 1975 Sir M.Ct. Luthiah Chettipr High 

School is claimed to te a ninority institution. Ihe Trustee 

and Corres! ondcn t of the school who fe-̂s sworn to an affidavit 

in support of the petition, mentions these f^cts: Sri

M.Ct.M. Ch id^nhararr' Chettiar founded, in January 1939 Sir M.

Ct. Muthiah Ghettiar Hirh Chool, in lurasawalkam. One,

Galavala Ethir-"" j ampp, the widow of Calavala Rar.anu Ghettiar 

who was in nanagement of G .R .C. School, Madras, approached 

Sir K.Ct .Muthiah Chettiar, the father of the founder with 

a request to take over and maint^dn the school and subsidise 

the C .R .G . High School. Sir M.Gt.I'Tuthiah Ghettiar accepted the 

invitation to assume the ^dm,inistr^t ion and maintenance of the 

school. Durinr his life time he contrituted funds for the 

m.aintenance of the school. T-"e v/ns desirous of formally 

assuming charge of the school, to renare it and provide ar 

endowment for purchase or acquisition of the site for the 

school and for ccnstruction of the tuilding. Before he could 

carry out his wishes, he passed away, aid his son Sri M.Gt.



M. Chidamt!ar:Rrn Chettiar, in order to carry out the intentions 

of his father, created a deed of Trust on January 29, 1930.

By a deed of Transfer d--̂ted i;ugust 16, 1929 all the properties 

of the C .R . C. Figh School were transferred to the founder.

But the deed of Transfer of the properties which vested in 

the founder by virtue of the Deed of Trust dated August 16, 

1929 becarrie vested ?̂ nd stood assigned to the Trustees of 

Sir M.Ct.Muthiah Ohettiar School endowment. I trust ;^oard 

consisting of the founder, Sr i Ghidf^mbaran Chett iar, K.V. 

jl .I!M ..,laga ppa Ohettiar, r.T’'«silanani lillai, K .3 .  Rajagopala 

Iyengar and Ir^’natharthihar'^ Iyer was cre^’ted. The school 

was renamed as Sir M.Ct.H^uthiah Ohettiar High School.

The founder placed in the 3Ri¥M CTM rirr ^ suri of rupees one 

lakh in the joint names of Trustees constituted under the 

Trust Deed dated January 29, 1930. Under the terms of the 

Trust the founder was t o be Trustee for life and Ircsident 

of the Board. Thereafter, the senior male represent^’tive 

in the line of decent in the family of the founder was to 

be a Trustee ?̂ nd by virtue of such succession be- Iresident of 

the Board. There are other clauses in the Trust Deed which 

we need not refer to. The school is adm,inistered and managed 

by a Board of Trustees now consisting of Sri M.Ot. E^thiah 

Sri M .Ot.lethachi, Sri C .Ram^kr ishna, Sri B^nganatha S^^stri 

and Sri K.larthag^irathi, as per the term,s of the Trust Deed. 

The school h ?s been recognised by the Educational Departmient 

and has been receiving grants and aid ever since it was 

established. The school Irps a strength of 2368 boys and 69

con td. . .



■qualified teachers, has three ned ip of instructions in Taril 

Teluguand English. Hindi is alao one of the languages that is 

taught.

On the above facts there is no difficulty in holding that 

the school is a private school. But it is not possible to say 

that it is a minority school wife in the nearning of the /;Ct. 

Reference is made to the fact th^t the founder belonged to 

the Nattukottai Nagarathar (Chettiar) community and it is 

claimed that this comTiunity i s  a minority within the 

meaning of iirticle 50(1). But, V7h at that /irticle speaks of 

i s  a minority based on language or religion. The founder's 

language or that of his community is Tamil, am the religion 

is Hinduism., they being Saivites. Hardly, therefore, can the 

founder or his community be described as a religious or 

linguistic minority. x'S a matter of fact,  in the petition 

in 7.:t .Fo. 1 36 5 of 1975 the validity of the let is attacked 

mainly on the basis of ;;rticles 14, 19 and 3 1 , though there 

is also a passing reference to /srticle 30* iilternatively 

it was argued for the letitioner that the school is a denomi­

national institution protected by ^"'rticle 26. 'Ye h^ve no 

evidence before us to uphold this contention. > In our opinion 

whether the school is a m.inority school v/ithin the meaning of 

..•rticle 30, or a denominational institution within the 

meaning of iirticle 26 will, unless admitted, have to be 

decided ir.- the light of proper a’ idence to be recorded, and 

as such, a suit will be a more satisfactory remedy for that 

pur pos e .



In 1 . 1 , ^os. 4478 of 1974, and SIS 294 of 1975, the peti­

tioners are undoubtedly minority institutions within the mean­

ing of i-rticle 30(1) of th e 0 onst it ution, These petitions are 

allowed with costs in each. Counsel's fee in each fc.500/- 7 . 1 .  

Nos.1364, 1365 and 1750 of 1975 are, except for the declaration 

we h^ve given of the inapplicabilitv of the provisions mentioned 

by us to niinority institutions, .-̂re dismissed, but with no 

costs. In the other cases, wherever the petitioners' 

character as minoriiy institutions are not disputed, they ŝ re 

allowed, but with no casts; and the other petitions in which the 

private institutions are not admitted to be minority 

institutions, are except for the declaration aforesaid, 

all dismissed, but with no costs. Three months' time 

isgr-'^ntd for institution of suits in all the cases where 

the character of -the institution is in question as to 

whether it i s ® linguistic or a religious m.inority, or 

whether it is a denominational school. -

ILD. K.Y .

17-12-1975

ILD, 3.i'i.R.

17-12-1975

Sd/- I . Viswanathan 
.' ŝst .^-egistr^r(l)

High Court, Madras.

/True c opy/

SECTIOI'J OFFICER



N.B . Detailed cause - t itle and 

prayer in oth er w ^ t  petitions disposed of 

alonr with_these writ^pgtij^ions will be 

sent later .

Records (if any) in all the 

writ petit ions will also be despatched 

later.



To

1 . The Secretary to G-overnnent of Tanil Nadu,
SducatioK Dep^rtine nt, Port St. George, 

r.l;'irRi(3 - 9.

vVRIT lETITIOM Np. 4478 of 1974 and 226, 294, 295, 296,

348, 377, 538, 603, 660, 720, 721, 733, 743, 837, 884,

797, 360, 937, 976, 977, 978, 979, 980, 830, 831, 832,

833, 834, 878, 892, 9^3, 957, 961, 962, 967, 968, 969,

994, 995, 906, 997, 998, 999, 1000, 1001, 1002, 1003,

1004, 1005, 1006, 1007, 1008, 1009, 1010, 1011, 1012,

1026, 1028 , 1029, IO3O, IO3I, 1032, 1033, 1034, 1035,

1036, 1 0 3 7 , 1064, 10 3 9 , ' 1040 , 1 0 4 1 , 10 4 2 , 1 0 4 3 , 1044,

1045, 1065, 1066, 1067, 1068, 1069, 1054, 1057, 1058,

1059 , ±^9^,^060, 1062, 1 0 7 0 , 1 0 7 1 , 1072, 1076, 1079, 1078, 

1081, 1082, 1083, 10^4, 1085, 1036, 1087, 1088, 1089,

1090, 1091, 1092, 1093, 1 0 9 4 , 1 1 0 7 , 1108, 1109, 1110,

1111, 1112, 1 1 1 3 , 1 1 1 4 , 1 1 1 5 , 1116, 1 1 1 7 , 1118, 1 1 1 9 ,

1120, 1 121, 1122, '1 1 2 3 , 1 1 2 4 , 1125, 1126, 1127, 1128,

1 1 3 0 , 1 1 3 1 , 1 1 3 3 , 1 1 3 4 , 1136, 1 1 3 7 , 1138, 1 1 3 9 , 1140 ,

1 1 4 1 , 1 1 4 2 , 1 1 4 4 , 1 1 4 7 , 1 1 4 8 , 1 1 4 9 , 1 1 5 0 , 1 1 5 1 , 1153

1 15 4 , 115^^, 1 1 5 7 , 1160, 1 161, 1163, 1166, 1164, 1165,

1168, 1 1 7 0 , 1 1 7 2 , 1174j 1175, 1176, 1177, 1178, 1179,

1190 , 1180, 1181, 1102, 1183, 1184, 1185, 1186, 1187,

1188, 1189, 1 1 9 1 , 1192, 1 1 9 3 , 1194 , 1 1 9 5 , 1196, 1197,

1198, 1 1 9 9 , 1 2 0 7 , 1211, 1208, 1209 , 1216, 1217, 1284,

1326, 1222, 1261, 1262, 1223, 1225, 1226, 1229, 1230,



1231, 1232, 1235, 1236, 1237, 1238, 1239, 1241, 1267,

1245, 1246, 1247, 1346, 1347, 1348, 1349, 1350, 1351,

1248, 1249, 1250, 1251, 1252, 1253, 1254, 1255, 1256,

1257, 1258,1259, 1361, 1362, 1363, 1364, 1365, 1260,

1263, 1264, 1266, 1283, 1295, 1286, 1287, 1288, 1289,
I .

1291 , 1290, 1292, 1 316, 1317, 1 293, 1294, 1 322, 1234,

1325, 1327, 1331, 1337, 1296, 1297, 1298, 1299, 1300,

1301, 1302, 1 3 0 3 , 1304 , 1 3 0 5 , 1 3 O6 , 1 3 0 7 , 1308, 1309 ,

1 3 1 0 , 1 3 1 1 , 1 3 1 2 , 1 3 1^, 1 3 1 9 , 13 2 0 , 1 3 2 1 , 1338, 1 3 3 9 ,

1340 , 1 3 4 1 , 1 3 3 0 , 1 3 3 2 , 1 3 3 3 , 1 3 3 4 , 13 5 4 , 1 3 5 5 , 1 3 5 9 ,

1358, 1356, 1 3 5 7 , 1360, 1390, 1391, 1382, 1368, 1373,

1376, 1 3 7 7 , 1380, 1382, 1385, 1402, 1425, 1386, 1387,

1388, 1389, 1 3 9 3 , 1 3 9 7 , 1 3 9 5 , 139%  1399 , 14 0 9 , 14 1 0 ,

1 4 1 1 , 1 4 1 2 , 1 4 1 3 , 1414 , 1 4 1 5 , I 4I6 , 1 4 1 7 , 1426, 1 4 2 7 ,

1428, 142Q, 1 4 3 0 , 1-439, 1^40, 1441 , 1445, 1 446, 1447,

1 4 3 1 , 1 4 3 2 , 1 4 3 5 , 1444, 14 5 4 , 1 5 1 5 , 1 5 3 3 , 1 5 3 5 , 1536,

1 5 3 7 , 15 5 0 , 1 5 5 1 , 1552 , 1 5 5 3 , 1448, 1449 , 1 4 5 0 , 1 4 7 2 ,

1 4 5 1 , 1 4 2 5 , 1 4 5 3 , 1456, 1 4 5 9 , 14?1, 1'-60, 1461, 1462, 1463,

1464, 1465, 1466, 1467, U 6 8 ,  1469, 1470, 1473, 1474, 14^75,

1476, 1480, 1485, 1489, 1490, 1491, 1492, 150^, 1493,

1494, 1495, 1 5 0 0 , 1502 , 1 5 0 3 , 150 5 , 1' .̂'07, 1509 , 1 5 1 7 ,

I 5I 8 , 1524 , 1 5 2 5 , 1534 , 1 5 2 7 , 1 528, 1 5 4 1 , 1 5 4 2 , 1 5 4 3 , 1544 ,

1 5 4 5 , 1546, 1 5 4 7 , 1548, 15 4 9 , 1 5 5 7 , 1558, 1559, 1560, 1561,

1 563, 1564, 1 565, 1566, 1569, 1572, 1 575, 1576, 1^.77, 1583,

1584, 1585, 1586, 1587, 1588, 1589, 1598, 1599, 1600,

1601, 1602, 1 5 9 0 , 1 5 9 3 , 1 5 9 4 , 5-8 15 9 5 , 1596, 1597, 1608, 

1609, 1 6 1 0 , 1611, 1612, 1613, I 6I4 , 1615, 1618, 1619,



1620, 1621 , 1622, 1623, 1624, 1631, 1632, 1637, 1640, 164't,

1644, 1645, 1652, 1655, 1662, 1663, 1665, 1666, 1667, 1673, 1674

1675, 1678, 1687, 1687, 1688, 1689, 1690, 1691, 1692, 1693,

1694, 1701 , 1 7 0 9 , 1 7 1 0 , 1 7 0 2 , 1 7 2 2 , 1 7 4 0 , 1 7 2 3 , 1 7 2 4 , 1 7 2 5 ,

1726, 1 7 2 7 , 1728, 1 729, 1 7 3 0 , 1731 , 1 7 3 2 , 1 7 7 9 , 1780, 1781,

1782, 1783, 1 784, 1736, 1 7 3 7 , 1738, 1 7 4 3 , 1 7 5 0 , 1751 , 1 7 5 2 ,

1753, 1805, 1806, 1807, 1808, 1 7 ^4 , 1 7 5 5 , 1756, 1 7 5 7 , 1762,

1763, 1766, 1767, 1768, 1769, 1 7 7 0 , 1 7 7 3 , 1 7 7 4 , 1 7 7 5 ,

1776, 1787, 1788, 1795, 1798, 1 7 9 9 , 1800, 1810, 1815,

1816, 1817, 1819, 1826, 1829, 1840, 1843, 1844, 1246,

1849, 1849, 1 8 5 0 , 1851, 1852, 1 855, 1868, 1874, 1875,

1882, 190 7 , 1908, 1 9 1 0 , 1911 , 1 9 1 3 , 1.9 1 4 , 1 9 1 5 , I 9 I 6 ,

1917, 1918, 1 9 1 9 , 1 9 2 0 , 1921 , 1922, 1926, 1 9 2 7 , 1 9 3 1 ,

1936, 1938, 194 4, 1945, 1 9 4 7 , 1949, 1 9 5 0 , 1 9 5 1 , 1 9 5 3 ,

1955, 1 956, 1 9 5 7 , 1958, 1 9 5 9 , 19 61 , 1962 , 1967:, 1968,►

1971, 1 9 7 2 , 1 9 7 3 , 1 9 7 4 , 1989, 1992, 1996, 1998, 2 0 0 3 ,

2006, 2 0 0 7 , '̂ 0 1 4 , 2 0 1 5 , 2016, 2 0 1 7 , 2018, 2 0 1 9 , 2020, 2023,

2 0 3 2 , 2 0 3 3 , 2 0 4 5 , 2046, 2047 , 2 0 5 3 , 2054 , 2055 , 2056,

2057, 2058, 2 059 , 2060, 2061 , 2062, 2063, 2964,

2065, 2066, 2067, 2068, 2069, 2076, 2 1 0 5 , 2106, 2 1 0 7 ,

21 08, 2111, 2118, 211 9 , 2122, 2123, 21 24 , 2125, 2126,

2127, 21 3 1 , 2 1 3 2 , 2136, 21 37, 2 1 5 2 , 2 1 5 7 , 2 1 5 9 , 2160,

2168, 2176, 21 88, 2192 , •2194, 2 1 9 5 , 2196, 2204, 2205 ,

2210, 2211 , 2212, 221 3, 2214, 2 2 1 5 , 2226, 2 2 3 1 , 2232,

2235, 2234, 2 2 3 5 , 2236, 2 23 7 , 2238, 2239, 2240, 2 24 1 ,

2242, 2243, 2244, 2245, 2250, 2254 , 2255 , 2256, 2 2 5 7 ,



2266, 2267, 2269, 2278, 2279 , 2280, 2281 , 2282,

2283, 2284, 2285, 2286, 2287, 2288, 2289, 2290, 2291 ,

2294, 2295, 2296, 2298, 2299, 2 3 0 5 , 2306, 2308, 2309 ,

2310, 2351 , 2361 , 2404, 2405, 2408, 2 4 15 , 2 4 1 7 , 2427,

2432, 2457, 2458, 2460, 2473, 2483, 2484, 2485, 2488,

2489, 2494, 2495, 2 503 , 2504, 2 50 9 , 2 5 1 0 , 2511 , 2 5 1 2 ,

2513, 2518, 2519 , 252 0 , 2529, 2 5 3 0 , 2531 , 2 532 , 2 5 3 3 ,

2534, 2536, 2 5 3 7 , 2538, 2539, 2541 , 2550 , 2552, 2553,

2554, 2555, 2 5 5 7 , 2584, 2624, 2588, 2591, 2594, 2606,

2609, 2610, 2611 , 2612, 2615, 2618, 26 29, 2658, 2659,

2660, 2670, 2671, 2672, 2673, 2674, 2675, 2676, 2677,

2678, 2b 79, 2600, 2693, 2702, 2722, 2723, 2746, 2747,

2759, 2760, 2761 , 2762, 2765, 2766, 2767, 2768, 2780,

2794 , 2798, 2802, 2803, 2804, 2805, 2807, 2814, 2818,

2826, 2837, 2838, 2839, 2840, 2863, 2871 , 2872, 2881 ,

2882 , 2894, 2897, 2906, 291 4 , 2 9 1 5 , 2916, 2 9 1 7 , 2918,

2919, 2920, 2922, 2925 , 2926, 2 930 , 2931 , 2939, 2944,

2969, 2973, 2974, 2975, 2976, 2985, 2986, 2987, 2988,

2989, 2990, 2994, 2995, 3 0 0 7 , 3 0 1 0 , 3011 , 3 0 1 2 , 3 0 2 0 ,

3024, 3028, 3 0 32 , 3040, 3041 , 3 0 4 2 , 3046, 3 0 4 7 , 3 0 5 0 ,

3051 , 30 54 , 3O6I , 3067, 30 79, 3080 , 3112 , 3 1 1 3 ,, 3114

3 1 1 5 , 3 1 1 6 , 3118, 3121 , 3122 , 3 1 2 3 , 3 1 2 4 , 3 1 2 5 , 3 1 3 5 ,

3 1 4 1 , 3142 , 3146, 3 1 4 7 , 3148, 3 1 4 9 , 3 1 5 5 , 3156, 3160,

3161, 3162, 3163, 3165, 3166, 3 1 7 5 , 3176, 3178, 3 1 7 9 ,

3204, 3 2 05 , 3 2 1 0 , 3211, 3212, 3 2 1 3 , 3 2 1 4 , 3 2 1 5 , 3216

3 2 2 1 , 3 2 2 7 , 3228, 3 2 30 , 3236, 3 2 3 7 , 3238, 3240 ,



3242, 5245, 3244, 5245, 5 2 ^ ,  32|7, 5250, 5266,

5282, ^2SS,5298, 5504, 5511, 5514, 5525, 5324, 3525, 

55^0, 5541, 5542, 5543, 5351, 3552, 5553, 5354, 3355,

3556, 5557, 5558, 3359, 3360, 3361, 5362, 3565, 5566,

5422, 5425, 5454.,'5455, 5464, 3465, 5466, 5470, 5471 , 

2484, 2485, 5497, 3508, 3513, 3593, 3599, 3605, 3625,

3626, 3648, 3661 , 5662, 5752, 5756, 5797, 5807, 381'6,

3820, 3827, 5871, 5900, 5986, 4008, 4OO9 , 4OI6 , 402

4029, 4058 , 4 0 5 7 , 4O6O, 4176, 4452 , 4/|44, 4614, 228,

259, 40 5 , 421, 426, 465, 482, 497, 504, 505, 1510,

521, 52 2 , 524, 55 2 , 545, 544, 545, 5 5 2 ,' 563, 566 ,

568, 5 7 0 , 572, 576, 577, 578, 579, 583, 584, 585,

586, 587, 588, 589, 590, 591, 593, 602, 623, 624,

2626, 626, 628, 629, 630, 648, 649, 650, 651, 652, 

653, 654, 655, 6O5 , 606, 6O7 , 60S, 609, 621,

622, 625, 652, 655, 657, 685, 679, 681, 682, 692,

696, 7 0 1 , 7 0 2 , 7 0 5 , 7 0 9 , 7 1 1 , 7 1 2 , 718, 7 2 5 , 726,

7 2 7 , 7 3 0 , 74 0 , 756, 759,' 763, 764, 767, 771, 7 6 8 ,

769, 7 7 0 , 78 0 , 786, 8O3 , 806, 822 , 823, 826, 827»

857, 858, 859, 870, 877, 882, 885, 886, 887, 889,

890, 891, 893, 897, 898, 901 , 906, 907, 917, 918,

1 9 1 9 , 920, 921, 922, 923, 924, 925, 932, 954, 938, 

9 4 1 , 942, 9 50 , 9 7 0 , 975, 953, 955, 963, 974, 984,

985, 986, 987, 988, 989, 990 , 991 992, IO48 ,

1049 , 1056, 1 0 5 1 , 1063, 1 1 5 9 , 13 4 2 , 1 3 4 3 , 1544 ,

1 5 4 5 , I 4I 8 , 1 4 1 9 , 1809, 1839, 2 1 7 5 , 27O8 , 3 7 3 2 , 3891,

3948, 40 3 5 , 4261, 4262, 1024, 1335, 20?1, 2072, 2073



2074 , 2 0 7 5 , 3194 , 4 5 1 0 , 4520, 4537, 4667, 4668, 4669,

4673, 4689, 4693, 4711 , 4 7 1 2 , 4 7 1 9 , 4721, 4733, 4754,

4767, 4775, 4790, 792, 4793, 4797, 4799, 4804, 4807,

4822, 4826, 4842, 4848, 4 885, 4886, 4898, 490 7 ,

4927, 4937, 4945, 4955, 4968, 4969, 4 9 7 1 , 498-3,

4998, 5002 , 5046, 5 0 5 0 , 5061, 5062, 5 0 7 2 , 5O8I ,

5082, 5083, 5099, 5 1 0 0 , 5 1 4 7 , 5148, 5 1 4 9 , 52 52 , 860,

3 0 30 , 3347, and 3636 of 1 9 7 5 .

2. The Secretpry to Government of T?mil Nadu,
law Department, Port St. George,

V/RIT iETITION No. 4478 of 1974 and Vrit let it ions Nos 

294, 295, 296, 797, 878, IO4O, IO.4I, IO4 2 , 1043,

1044, 104 5 , 1065, 1066, 1067, 1068, 1069, 1123,

1124, 1 1 2 5 , 1126, 1127, 112 8 , 1 1 4 9 , 12 08 , 1217,

1284, 1326, 1226, 1360, 1390, 1391, 1392, 1431, .

1 4 3 2 , 1575, 2267, 2722, 3032, 3125, 3662, 40 3 ,

4 2 1 , 482, 522, 524, 566, 568, 679, 7 1 8 , 7 8 0 , 806 

and 2175 of 1 9 7 5 .

3 . The Director of School Educ=='tiDn,

IklijDRijS— 6«

m iT  jETITIONS I:os. 860, 1149, 1180, 1208, 1361,

1 3 1 0 , 1 3 1 1 , 1312, 1360, 1 5 7 5 , 1640, 1641, 1882, 1959, 

2204, 2205, 2267, 2588, 3040, 3O4I , 3662, 5O4 , 7 0 1 ,

3 7 3 2 , 4667 and 860 of 1975-



4. The Director of School EducPtion,

Nungar^'bakkar, Madras-600 034*

v/RIT iETITIOKo Nos. 935, 1 122, 1399, 1998, 2032,

3114, 3115, 3282, 3311, 3314, 897, 898, 906, 1051 

and 4945 or 1975. '

5. The Joint Director of School Education (Secondary),

Old College Road, Madras-6.

WRIT lETITION Nos. 4478, of 1974 and Vrit petitions Nos. 

1284, 1326, 1226, 1755, 2006, 2722, 3422,and 701

of 1975.

6- The Joint T:ircctor of School E;"u^r-tion (Secondary), 

Hungan-ibakkam, Madras-34*

WRIT i.ETrri01'.S Nos. 29':, 29^S 29^, 538, 797, 878,

1040 , 10/11, 1042 , 1043, 104-1, 1045,' 1065, 1066,

1068, 1069, 10 7 0 , 1 0 7 1 , 1123, 1124, 1125, 126,

11 28, 1160, 1 163, 11 66 , 1217, 1390, 1391 , -1392,

1 4 3 2 , I 9O8 , 2^4 1 , 3 0 3 2 , 3 1 2 5 , 4 0 3 , A21 , 482, 522,

5 2 4 , 543, 54 4, 545, 566, 568 , 606, 6O7 , 608, 609,

679, 718, 780, 806 ,and 2175 of 1975­

7 . The District Educational Officer,

Madras North, Madras-7.

.miT iETZEIONS Nos. 1365, 1319, 1330, I 5OO, I 5 0 3 , 1867 

2557, 2780, and 786 of 1975-



2266, 2267, 2269, 2278,

- 98 -

2 279 , 2280, 2281 , 2282,

2283, 2284, 2285, 2286, 2287, 2288, 2289, 2290, 2 2 9 1 ,

2294, 2295, 2296, 2298, 2299, 2 3 0 5 , 2306, 23O8 , 2 309 ,

2310, 2351 , 2361 , 2404 , 2405, 24O8 , 2 415 , 2 4 1 7 , 2427,

2432, 2 4 5 7 , 2458, 2460, 2 4 7 3 , 2483, 2484, 2485, 2488,

2489, 2494, 2495, 2 503 , 2504, 2 50 9 , 2 5 1 0 , 2511 , 2 5 1 2 ,

2513, 25I 8 , 2519 , 2520, 2529, 2 5 3 0 , 2531 , 2532 , 2 5 3 3 ,

2534, 2536, 2537, 2538, 2539, 2541 , 2550 , 2552 , 2 5 5 3 ,

2554, 2555, 2 5 5 7 , 2584, 2624, 2588, 2591 , 2594, 2606,

2609, 2610, 2611 , 2612, 2615, 2618, 26 29, 2658, 2659,

2660, 2670, 2671, 2672, 2673, 2674, 2675, 2676, 2677,

26 78, 2b 79, 2600, 2G95, 2702, 2722, 2723, 2746, 2747,

2759, 2760, 2761 , 2762, 2765, 2766, 2767, 2768, 2780,

2794, 2798, 2802, 2803, 2804, 2805, 2807, 2814, 2818,

2826, 2837, 2838, 2839, 2840, 2863, 2871 , 2872, 2881 ,

2882 , 2894, 2897, 2906, 291 4 , 2 9 1 5 , 2916, 2 9 17 , 2918,

2919, 2920, 2922, 2925, 2926, 2930 , 2931 , 2939, 2944,

2969, 2973, 2974, 2975, 297 6, 2985, 2986, 2987, 298 8,

2989, 2990, 2994, 2995, 3007, 3010, 3011, 3012, 3020,

3024, 3028, 3032, 3040, 3041 , 3042, 3046, 3047, 3050,

3051 , 3054, 3061 * 3067, 30 79, 3O8O, 3 1 1 2 ,̂ 3113,, 3114

3115, 3 116, 3118, 3121 , 31 22, 3123, 3124, 3125, 31 35,

3141 , 3142, 3146, 3147, 3148, 3149, 3155, 3156, 3160,

3 I 6 I , 3162 , 3163, 3165, 3166, 3175, 3176, 3178, 3179,

3204, 32 0 5 , 3210, 3 2 1 1 , 3212, 3 2 1 3 , 3 2 1 4 , 3 2 1 5 , 3216

3 2 2 1 , 3227, 3228, 3 2 3 0 , 3236, 3 2 3 7 , 3238, 3240,



3242, 3243, 3244, 3245, 32^., 32 47, 3250, 3266,

3282, :?2SS,3298, 3304, 3311, 3 3 U ,  3323, 3324, 3325, 

33^rO, 3341 , 3342, 3343, 3351, 3352, 3353, 3354, 3355,

3356, 3357, 3358, 3359, 3360, 3361, 3362, 3363, 3366,

34^2, 3425, 345^.,'3455, 3464, 3465, 3466, 3470, 3471 , 

2484, 2485, 3497, 3508, 3513, 3593, 3599, 3605, 3623,

3626, 3648, 3661, 3662, 3752, 3756, 3797, 3807, 38^6,

3820, 3827, 3871, 3900 , 3986, 4008, 4OO9 , 4OI6 , 402

4029, 40 38 , 4 0 5 7 , 4060, 4176, 443 2 , 4444, 4614, 228,

259 , 40 3 , 421, 426, 463, 482, 497, 504, 505, ^510,

521, 5 2 2 , 524, 5 3 2 , 543, 544 , 545, 5 5 2 ,' 563, 566,

568, 5 7 0 , 572, 576, 577, 578, 579, 583, 584, 585,

586, 587, 588, 589, 590, 591, 593, 602, 623, 624,

S626, 626, 628, 629, 630, 648, 649, 650, 651, 652, 

653, 654, 655, 6O5 , 606, 607, 608, 609, 6 2 1 ,

622, 625, 632, 633, 657, 683, 679, 681, 682, 692,

696, 7 0 1 , 7 0 2 , 7 0 3 , 7 0 9 , 7 1 1 , 7 1 2 , 718, 725, 726,

727, 7 3 0 , 7 4 0 , 756, 759, 763, 764, 767, 771, 768,

769, 7 7 0 , 7 8 0 , 786, 8O3 , 806, 822 , 823, 826, 827,

857, 858, 859, 870, 877, 882, 885, 886, 887, 889,

890, 891, 893, 897, 898, 901 , 906, 90?, 917, 918,

B919, 920, 921, 922, 923, 924, 925, 932, 934, 938, 

9 4 1 , 942, 950 , 9 7 0 , 975, 953, 955, 963, 974, 984,

985, 986, 987, 988, 989, 990 , 991 992, IO48 ,

1049, 1056, 1 0 5 1 , 1063, 1 1 5 9 , 1 3 4 2 , 1 3 4 3 , 1344 ,

1 3 4 5 , I 4I 8 , 1 4 1 9 , 1809, 1839, 2 1 7 5 , 2708, 3732, 3891,

3948, 4 0 3 3 , 4261, 4262, 1024, '335, 20?1, 2072, 2073



2074, 2075, 3194, 4 5 1 0 , 4520, 4537, 4667, 4668, 4669,

4673, 4689, 4693, 4711, 4712, 4719, 4721, 4733, 4754,

4767, 4775, 4790, 792, 4793, 4797, 4799, 4804, 4807,

4822, 4826, 4842, 4848, 4885, 4886, 4898, 4907,

4927, 4937, 4945, 4955, 4968, 4969, 4971, 4983,

4998, 5002, 5046, 5050, 5061, 5062, 5072, 5081,

5082, 5083, 5099, 5100, 5 U 7 ,  5148, 5 U 9 ,  5252, 860,

3030, 3347, and 3636 of 1975.

2. The Secretary to Governmeiit of T'prrdl Nadu,
I'aw Depar't'^ent, Port St. G-eorge,

V/RIT iETITION Wo. 44 78 of 1974 ?̂rjd '/rit let it ions Nos 

294, 295, 296, 797, 878, 1040, 1041, 1042, 1043,

1044, 1045, 1065, 1066, 1067, 1068, 1069, 1123,

1124, 1125, 1126, 1127, 11 28, 1149, 1208, 1217,

1284, 1326, 1226, 1360, 1390, 1391, 1392, 1431, ,

1432, 1575, 2267, 2722, 3032, 31 25, 3662, 403,

421, 482, 522, 524, 566, 568, 679, 718, 780, 806 

and 2175 of 1975­

3- The Director of School Educ?tion,

Iv'i.'.DR̂jS— 6.

WRIT iSTITICNS Kos. 860, 1149, 1180, 1208, 1361,

1310, 1 3 1 1 , 1312, 1360, 1 5 7 5 , 1640, 1641, 1882, 1959,

2204, 2205, 2267, 2588 , 3O4O, 3O4I , 3662 , 5O4 , 7 0 1 ,

3 7 3 2 , 4667 and 860 of 1975.



4 . The Director of School Educption,

Nungar^bPikkar:, Madras-600 O34 .

v/RIT iETITIOKo Nos. 935, 1122, 1399, 1998, 2032,

5 1 1 4 , 3 1 1 5 , 3282, 3 3 1 1 , 3 3 1 4 , 897, 898, 906, IO5I 

and 4945 or 1975­

5- The Joint Director of School Education (Secondary), 

Old College Road, Madras-6.

WRIT iETITION Nos. 4478, of 1974 Vrit pcifitions Nos. 

1284, 1326, 1226, 1755, 2006, 2722, 3422,and 701

of 1 9 7 5 .

6. The Joint Director of School E^u^^tion (Secondary), 

Eunf'am takkar;, Madr as- 34 .

WRIT i.ETITIOI'.S Jos. 29':, 29^, 29^, 538, 797, 878,

1 0 4 0 , 1 0 4 1 , 1042, 1043, 104-̂, 1045,- 1065, 1066,

1068, 1069, 1 0 7 0 , 1 0 7 1 , 1123, 1124, 1125, 126,

1128, 1160, 1163, 1166, 1217, 1390, 1391, -1392,

1 4 3 2 , I 9O8 , 2^4 1 , 3 0 32 , 3 1 2 5 , 4 0 3 , A21, 482, 522,

5 2 4 , 543, 5^r̂ , 545, 566, 568 , 606, 6O7 , 608, 609,

679, 718, 780, 806 ,and 2175 of 1975­

7 . The District Educ'^tional Officer,

Madras North, Madras-7.

V/RIT iET IT IONS Nos. 1365, 1319, 1330, I 5OO, 1503, 1867 

2557, 2780, and 786 of 1975.



8 . The District Scluo^tiocal Officer,

Madras South, Gandhi Ivari Road,

Egnore, Madras-8.

VffilT iETITIOWS Nos. 1216, 1432, 1644, 1763, 2310,

2670, 2671, 2672, 2673, 2674, 2675, 2676, 2989,

3135, 3 1 4 1 , 3 3 5 1 , 40 3 , 932 and 3948 of 1975­

9. The Inspectress of Gj.rls Schools,

Madras Circle, Madras.

WRIT iETITIONS Nos. 1364, 1330, 1431, 2670, 2673, 2675, 893: 

4693 of 1975.

10. The District Educational Officer,

Saidapet^ i'Tadras-1 5*

;vT.IT iETITIOI'jS I^os. 1338, 1 339, 1 340, 1527, 1655, 3221 ,

3 5 1 3 , 3 7 3 2 , and 5072 of 1 9 7 5 .

11. The Chief Educational Officer,

Sf^idapet, Madras.

VmiT iETITIOl^S Nos. 1882, 2204, 2205, 3O4O, 3O4I 

and 4667 of 1975- '

12. The Deputy Inspector of Schools,

Tillivakkair. R'̂ ’nge, r.'T̂ 'battior,

■ Chin,c'leput District.

vmiD lETITION No. 2033 of 1975



13- The District Educat ionfil Officer,

K-'nchec pur̂ .̂rn, Ohinrletut District.

WRIT iETITIOIIS I'TOs. 2192, 2306, 3205, 3422 and 

3756 of 1975. ■

f

1 4 . The District Educational Officer, 

Cbingleput.

WRIT xETITIONS Nos. .1502, 1640, '1641, 2677, 2678,

2680, 3160 and 3165 of 1975. '

1 5 . The Inspectress of Girls Schools,

Chingleput Circlc, Ch ingle put.

;YRIT iETITIONS Nos. 2678 and 2679 of 1975­

16. The DistrictEduc^t ional Officer,

Tiruppattur, North Jirc ot District.

WRIT jlETITIONS Nos. 2708 and 2074 of 1975.

1 7 . The District Educational Officer,

SalcFi, SaleiT! District.

m iT  J.ETITIONS Nos. 4826, 5046 and 3636 of 1975.

18. The District Educational Officer, .

Namakkal. ■

iffilT. i-ETITION No. 3347 of 19 75.

1 9 . The District Educational Officer,

Oheyyar, North ijrcot District. ■

7»RIT J.ETITIONS Nos. 2794, 4669, 4792, 4842, 4885, 4886, 

4898, 4998, 5147 and §1 4S’ of' 1975-



20. The District Educrtiorjal Officer,

7andivpsh, Horth urc ot district.

V^IT 1ETITI05] no. 4668 of 1975* .

21. The District Eciuc-tional Officer,

Vellore, North iircot District.

V̂ RIT PETITIONS Nos. 1168, 1180, 1298, 1738, 1914, 1916, 

1917, 1918, 1919, 1920, 1921, 1922, 2014, 2016, 2017, 2020, 

3116, 3816, 1063, 4792 and 4898 of 1975­

22. The Dei .'uty Inspector of Schools,

Kp.niyam'badi Yill^pe, Yellor^e,

North iirc ot District.
2697

uRIT xETITlOl’̂  Nos. I M S  35KdI: I M J  of 1975

23. The District Educational Officer, ■

Tiruvannaralal, North iircot District.

'.vraT iETITIOl'5 Sos. 1308 a n d  I 357 of 1975­

24 . The District Educational Officer, ■

Villupuran Education District,

South iircot District.

\fRlT iETITIONS Nos. 2802, 2803, 2804, 2818, 2925, 2969 

and 3871 of 1 9 7 5 . ,

25- The District Sduc^’tional Officer,

Yridhachalan, South ..;rc ot District.

.miT iETITIONS Nos. 884, 1409, I 4II ,  1415, 1417, 1461,

1 462, 146 , 1  465, 1467, 1618, 1619, 1620, 1621, 1622,

16 , 1 6 2 4 ,  1631, 1667, 2 5 3 1 2 5 3 2 ,  2533, 2534, 25



2537, 2538, 2539, 2609, 2746, 2 9 U ,  2915, 29 , 2917,

2918, 2919, 2920, 3067, 3210, 3211, 32 , 3215, 3216,

3341, 3342, 3827, 3986 and 1839 of 1975- 
•  '

26. The District Educ?^tional Officer,

Cud dal ore, Sourth iircot District.

ffilT iETITIOMS Nos. 1390, 1391, 1392, 1576, 1762, 2018,

2019, 219^,, 2195, 2305, 2351, 240 , 2460, 2588, 2363,

3175, 3298, 3304, 3605, 36 , 1342, 1343, 1344, 1345,

4510 ana 4754 of 1975^ '

27. The District Educ-' .̂t ion.^1 Officer,

Hind ivanain, South ;̂,rc ot District.

WRIT i-ETITIONS l^os. 1666 and 4955 of 1975­

28. The District Educational Officer, ' .

lollachi Education District,

Coim'batore District.

vfflIT i-ETITION JTo. 2747 of 1975­

29. The Disfcrict Educational Officer,

Goim'bat ore.

m iH  xETITIOKS Nos. 2188, 3121, 3214 and 4733 of 1975­

3 0 . The District Educational Officer, '

Us ilampatt 1, Madurai District.

;VHIT i-ETITIONS Nos. 1189, 1435> and 2308 of 1975.

3 1 . The District Educational Officer,

Dindipul Clrclo, Madurai.

;VRIT2XS; xETlTIONS Nos. 1852, 3142, 426, 3891 and 4262 of 1975



32. The Deputy Inspector of Schools,

Kail ikud i Rpnge , Th irunî n̂ -alprrj,

Madurai District.
2299

V/RIT lETITION No. of 1975

33. The District Educ.-t ioiial Officer,

lerunkulain, Madurai District.

IfRIT lETITION No. 1778 of 1975­

34. The District Educational Officer, ,

ieriakulam, Madurai District.

WRIT lETITION Nos. 721, 733, 743, 957, I04O, X® IO4I,

1042 , 1 0 4 3 , 104 4 , 1045 , 1046, 1067, 1068, 1069, 1123, .

11 2 4 , 1 1 2 5 , 1126, 1 2 7 , 128, 1181, 1184, 1185, 1186,

1188, 1 2 0 7 , 1 2 50 , 1 2 5 1 , 1253, 1 2 5 7 , 1396, 1469, 1949,

1950 , 2432 , 3797 and 1275 of 1975-

3§ • The Inspectess of Girls 's high school,

Madurai. .

•VRIT lETITIONS Nos. 934 and 1363 of 1975.

36. The District Educational Officer,

Madurai, Madurai District.

;vHIT lETITIONS Nos. 226, 1033, 1081, 1 182, 1183, 1187,

1248, 1249, 12 52 , 1254, 1255, 1256, 1258, 1259, 1301, 1505,

1961, 2 5 0 3 , 25I8 , 2990, 3 1 5 5 , 3156, 3166, 3179, 657, 700,

711, 7 1 2 , 756, 763, 764, 822, 897, 898, 1048, 1049,

1 4 1 9 , 1809 and 4983 of 1975-



37- The District Educational Officcr,

Raranatha puran Central at Madurai,

Railway Feeder Road, Madurai.

aHIT lETITIOWS Nos. 1373,, 1376, 1662, 1663, 1750,

2922 and 5.04 of ,1975. ■

38. The District Educational Officer,

lattukottai, Thanjavur District.

W .l .  Nos. 2006, 3242, 3243 to 3246, 3340 and'3343/1975.

39. The District Educational Officer, '

Mayuram, Tharj^javur District.

W.] .No. 2944/75.

40. The District Educatioijal Officcr,
Naj-ap'-̂ tt inan.

’■/.I .i'Tos. 976, 977, 1235, 1292, 1316, 1317, 1395, 1489, 

1190,1756, 1910, 2118, 2759 to 2762, 3147 to 3149 

and 3178/75. , . ,

41. The District Educational Officer,

Thanjavur.

V?.i.Nos. 978 to 980 of 1975- •

42. The District Educational Officer,

Musiri Taluk, Tiruchirapalli District.

V/.i.Nos. 1296 and 1304 of 1975. -

43. The District Educational Officer,

Lalgudi Educational District,

T iruch irapalli District.

.v.J .l'Tos. 2132, 2765, 3266 and 2071 to 2073 of 1975.

contd . . . .



4 4 . The District Erlucat ional Officer,

^riyalur, Tiruchirapalli Dlst.

;/.l.Ko. 3115  of 1 9 7 5 .

4 5 . The District fliaucptiona 1 Officer,

Tiruchi Education District,

T iruc h ira palli.

7 . I .K 0S. 1736, 1 7 3 7 , 1846, 2 0 3 2 , 2196, 2504, 3032,

3 1 1 8 , 3 1 2 5 , 32 40 , 3282, 2075 and 407O/7 5 .

46. The Deputy Inspector of 3cho"^ls,

Ea s t Ra e , T i rur, h ira pall i .

■■-/.r.No. 4937/ 7 5 .

4 7 . The Deputy Inspector of Schools,

Kalakkad Ran^e, Kalakkad xost,

■ Nanjuneri Taluk, Tirunelveli District.

Nos. 1222, 1261, 1262, 1597, 1931 and 870 of 1975.

48. The District Educational Officer,

Tirunelveli North, Koilpatti.

W.l.Nos. 837, 968, 1297, 1299, I 3OO, I 302 , 1503, 1305 

to I 3 0 7 , 1 3 0 9 , I 42 5 , 1410 , 1 4 1 2 , to 1414 , 1 4 16, 1460, 

1464, 1466, 1468, 1470, 1786, 1915, 2606, 3061, 36.V8, 

889 and 890/1975. ,

4 9 . The District Educ?=!tional Officer,

I'iruchirapalli District.

aM .No .  1283, 1295, 1386, to 1389, 1678, 1995, 2176, 

2987, 3236 to .3238, 4OI6 , 4033, 2755 and 3030 Sf 1975.



50. The District Educational Officer,

Tirunelveli Central at lolayamc otta i.

W.i.Ho. 1223/ 1 9 7 5 . .

5 1 . The District Educational Officer,

Tirunelveli South, lal ^̂’-anic ottai .

7/ . I .K 0S. 1 3 18, 1 3 4 1 , 1594 to 1596, 1874, 2152, 2417 

and 2494 iof 1 9 7 5 . ■

5 2 . The District Educational Officer,

Tirunelveli East at Tut ic or in. ■

1.x.No. 1226/1975.

53* The District Educational Officer,

Tirunelveli V/est at Tirunelveli. ■

W.I.Ko. 2986 and 2988/75­

54 . The Deputy Inspector of Schools, . ,

Raaanathapurair Range, Rar'?inathapuran .

V/.r.Nos. 1 0 3 7 , 1064, 1593 and 3212 of 1975.

5 5 . The District Educational Officer,

Devakottai Division, Devakottai lost, 

RaRanathapuram District.

7/ .X .E 0 . 1495 , 1 7 5 0 , 2298, 2299 and 3900/75­

56. The District Educational Officer,

Virudhunagar, Raraanathapuran District.

W.l.Nos. 967, 969, 1147, 1148, 1346, to 1351 , 1385, 

1402 , 152 4 , 1 5 2 5 , 1 5 3 4 , 1 5 4 9 , 1590 , 1652, 1953,

891, 934, 963 and I 4I 8 of 1975.



57* The Deputy Inspector of Schools,

Ilayangucli Range, Ilayanrudi,

Ramanathapiurair. District.

l/.l. 1310 and 1312/ 7 5 .

58. The Deputy Inspector of Schools,

Tirupallani Range, Tirupallani,

Ramanathapura in Taluk & District.

1 . 1 .  1 3 1 1 , 1380 and 950/1975.

5 9 . The Deputy Inspector of Schools,

Tiruvadanai Range at R.S. Manralan, 

Ramanathapuran District.

W .l .  1 4 9 5 /7 5

60. The District Educat ional Officer,

Rananatha pure n at Ramanathapurani.

:y.i.Nos. 10 3 9 , 1064, 1632, 1755, 1787, 1788, 1992, 

2053 to 2069, 2257, 2489, 2509 to 2512, 2892, 228, 

9 0 1 , 9 0 7 , 9 50 , 9 7 0 , 975 and 5050 of 1975.

61. The Deputy Inspector of Schocte,

Rananathapuran Range, Ramanathapurari.

W.l.Nos. 907 and tt 9 7 5 /75 ­

62. The District Educational Officer, 

iudukottai District.

iF.i.Fos. 2693,3508 and 4024/75- '

63- The Deputy Inspector of Schools, 

iudukottai Range, j.udukottai.

W .l .  2900/ 7 5 . -



- ill  -

64. The District Educational Officer,

Thakkalai, Kanyakumari District.

W .i .  1 3 2 1 , 2427 and 3593 of 1975­

65. The District Educational Officer,

. Nagercoil, P^anyaKunari District.

w .a . 740/ 1 9 7 5 .

TWO ( 2) C.G. to the Government Header on payment of charges

(V/.l . No. 4478 of 1974 ~ SR .17960)

TV/0 ( 2 ) C-Os to the Government Header on payment of charges,

(:/.i.No. 4478 of 1974 - SR. 17961 )

POUR ( 4 ) C.Cs to Mr.T. Martin, iidvocate -d-e-

(W.i.Ko. 4478 of 1974 - SR .1 7 7 4 3 )

OME C.G. to Mr .3. Chellaswamy, iidvocate -do-

(•,7.i.Ko. 1364 of 1975 - SR 17864)

ONE 0 .0 . to Mr .3. Chellaswamy, i^dvocate -d 0-

(7.1 .1365 of 1975 - SR 36)

ONE 0 . 0 .  to Mr.S. Ohellasvi^amy, iidvocate -do-

(W.j .No. 1750 of 1975 - SR 37)

ONE Oil:, to Mr.T. Go v indara julu, i^dvocate -do-

(7/.1.N0 . 226 of 1975 - SR. 17756)

ONE 0 .0 . to Mr.R. Janakiraman, /jdvocate -do-

(7.i .No . 510 of 1975 - SR. 1668)

FIVE ( 5 ) 0 .Cs to Mr.E.3. Govindan, i^dvocate on payment
of charges.

('7.X.NO.603 of 1975 - SR 288 and
SR 813)

ORE 0 .0 ,  to Mr.R. Nadanasabapathy, iidvocate -do-

(W.i .No.683 of 1975 - SR.17831 ).

THREE ( 3 ) C.Cs. to Mr.T.R. Man i , Advocate -do-

(^7.1 .No .934 of 1975 - SR. 1 5 5 )

c ontd . . .



Ol'ffi C .C . to Mr.R. Kr ishDanoorthy, ildvocate on payirient or
charges.

('7.1 .No. 953 of 1975 - SR. 17861)

Trf'O (2) G .Os to Mr .G .Narayanan, .jclvooate -do-

(’7.1 .No. 1062 of 1975 - SR 17930)

Orni C .0 . to Mr.S . Balasubramaniam, iidvocate -do-

(W.l.No.1081 of 1975 - SR. 362)
OI'E G.C. to ilr.R. JaiiaK'iraxian, Advocate -do- WP. 1209/75 SR a807£ 
ONE C.O . to Mr.i .M. Jumma Khan, /jdvocate -do-

(77.1 .No .1511 of 1 975 - SR. 4)

Olffi 0 . 0 .  to Mr.S. Ohellaswatpy, ildvocate -do-

(V / .Eo .1361  of 1975 - SR. 38)

ONE 0 . 0 .  TO Mr.G.K. Selvarajan, iidvocate -do-

(./.] .No. 1738 of 1975 - SR. 2065)

Oiffi .0 .0 . to Mr.S. Rarriaswany, 'advocate -do-

(/ .r .N o .  1908 of 1975 - SR. 725)

EJffl' .

T'.fO (2) 0.0s to Mr. G .N«ray?!nan , ::dvocate -do­

' (.V-...KO. 1989 of 1975 - SR. 17929)

ONE 0 .0 . to Mr.J. Saruel, /dvocate -do-

( f.. .I'lo. 2119 of 1975 - SR. 17833)

Ol'tE 0 .0 .  to Ivlr .B. Lakshrinaravana Reddy, dvocate -do­

- - (7.1 .No. 2*-'71 of 1975 - SR. 18P65)
(VT. P.No.2670/75 S.R. 18264 

-do- -do-

(W.l.No.2672 of 1975 - SR. 18266)

_d.o-

0N£ 0 .0 . to ?'r .

ONE 0 .0 . to Mr .

ONE 0 .0 . to v'r.

01^ 0 .0 . to Mr.

-do- -do-

('v.i.No. 2673 of 1975 - SR. 18267)

-do- -do-

(7 .I .N0  . 2674 of 1975 - SR. 18268)

-do- -do-

(7.1 .No. 2675 of 1975 - SR. 18269)



OrE C .0 . to Mr.E. L a kshrn in ?) r en r* Reddy, jdvocate cij payre n t
of charges.

(W.i .Fo .2676 of 1975 - 3R . 18270)

ONE C.C. to Mr. ■ -do- -do-

(V . 1 -I'lo . 2677 of 1975 - SR. 18271 )

ONE C.C. to T"r. -do- , -do-

(:f.l.No-. 2678 of i975 - SR. 18272)

ONE C .C .  to Mr. -do- -do-

(7.^ .No. 2679 of 1975 - SR. 18273)

ONE C.C. to Mr. -do- -do-

(■.V.x.No. 2680 of 1975 - SR. 1829 anc

01® C .C . to Mr.M.M. Mani Varna, iidvocpte -do-

(W.l.Ko.2780 of 1975 - SR. 17836)

ONE C .C . to Mr.R. KrisbnRHOorthy, advocate -d o-

(■7.1 .Ho. 2944 of 1975 - SR. 18036)

Ol® C .0 . to Mr.H. Vanch Inathan, ijdvocate -do-

(7.1 .No. 3029 of 19': 5̂ -SR. 35)

ONE C .C . to llr .ii .0 . Munnsv/arnl Reddy, ĵdvoc-̂ te -do-

(7.^ .ITo .3135 of 1975 - SR. 17892)

ONE C.C. TO Mr.B. Lakshminarayana Reddy, JiDvoc-' t̂e -do-

(7.1 .No.3221 of 1975 - SR. 18276)

ONE C iD . to Mr.L.K. Sankaran , ^jdvocate -do-

(7.1 .No. 3351 of 1975 - SR 17775)

ONE C .C .  to Mr.Sam, Y. Chelliah, ^idvocate -do­

’ (7.1 .No. 3513 of 1975 - SR. 17889)

uNE C.C. to Mr .Sam 7. Chelliah, iidvocate -do-

tf .

ONE C .C. to Mr.B. Lakshmlnara.-yana Reddy, /idvocnte -do-

( ./.j .No .5072 of 1975 - SR 18275)

c 0 n td. . , .



TWO ( 2 ) C .Os to T'r.S.M. -utdul V/aha'b, iiclvOcnte on payirient •of'
,  chprges.

' (7.x .Ho. 2075 of 1 9 7 5  - SR. 80^6)

TPiRLE ( 3 ) C.Cs toMr.G .  Erishnan, ijdvocate -do-

f7 . i .Nos .768 to 770  of 1975 - SB.
8122)

Ol'ffi C .0 . to Mr.O.V. Balaswaird, iidvocate -do­

. ( 7 . 1 . No. 897 of 1975 - SR. 8365)

01® C.C. to Mr.K. Swaridurai, ijdvocate -do­

- ( / .i .No. 1076/75 SR.8353)

T.i('0 ( 2) C.Cs to Mr.I'T.H. Chararan, Advocate -do-

(7.1 .Nos. 1640 and 1641/75 3R.842;4.)


